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SCRUTINY OF THE REVISED SULINJAM 

AND PENSION LISTS." 


Xo. JlOy OK 

POT.ITTCAL 

Fj'oui CapLfJin 'i\ A- Cowmii 

luam fluniiiiiii&ioaer NortLtni Divisioji^ 

To H. L. Axtjerho.v, 

♦Socrfittii'V to Government, RombuY"- 

. Dafvd Poona^ 2*Mfi October ISoO. 

—1 linve tlio bonemr to j^ubnilt fur llie 
Cimbiileintioii of Governluoiit tlic result of tlie 
\n so far iu it lias a*? vet proeecdetl, of 
the Revi.^c^l Suiiojain ;m^I Pen.^iou l.Uts* 

2. lij liis letter No. 174, tinted tlia RJLIj of 
.hmuaiy the (nam Comniis&ioncr, Mjv 

Hart, dearly shoiml three \ilInge?, described m 
the Revised Lisl^ a? the licreditary Siinujaiii 
^of the Km^um Rau(!ay fEnnII}% to have heeu 
jnriost improperly entered sm.ii; aad, in <^ 011 - 
diiding thisrujmvl, ^fr, Itart ptaled,"- 

** I aiu informed that there arc some ea?C5 
coiineefed tvilIi the revised Surinjam lists in 
‘ \Ybidji errors and oversights have occurred of 
nven a graver nature than tliose noticed in the 
I ^aseofthe Kuddum Banday family." 

“ 3. fiovemment, on receiving this informatiou, 
issued tlic following instructions* 

“ I am at the same time desired to request * piiragr[i[>h4 0 fChi<f 
that you will report in detail, hi separate letters, 
at vonr coiiveuicncc, unon each of the cases in Septiwtet 18^:;. 



the revised Suritijiua lists witlj reference to 
ivliich you state in your last paragraph that 
you Iiavc been informed errors and oversights 
of even a graver nature than the one now 
brought to notice exist.” 

4. On the 1st of the following month Govern¬ 
ment desired the Jnam Commissi oner also to 
test tlie accuracy of the lusvised Lists of Pensions 
supplemental to the Surmjani Lists almve refer- 
red to. The Goverinrnent order is below tran¬ 
scribed* 

** As you have in your letter No, D52, dated 
the 21st August last, given Goveniinciit reason 
to believe that the revised Surinjam lists sub¬ 
mitted to Govern 111 rut hy Mr. Brown, late 
Agent for Sirdars in tlic Jleccaii, under date 
the 26th October 1S475 contain many grave 
errors alTecting the intcrci^ts of Government, 
the Right Honorable the Governor in Council 
considers it possible that similar errors may 
liavc been eommitted lu ilm lists subsequently 
pivqiared by that gentleman (supplemental to 
the above) of pensions granted by the British 
Goveninumt in eommutation of Stirinjam^ 
held previous and subsequent to the year 
1751. 

3. I am, therefore, desired to transmit to 
you In original the whole of the proceedings 
connected with these supplemental lists, and to 
request that you will be good enough, at your 
early convenience, to test their accuracy and 
report the result to Government," 

5, 1 will now proceed to describe each of the 
entries in the Revised Surinjam Lists whidi have 
been found to be mater tally erroneous, lettering 
each ease in the margin of this report, and afford- 
ihg in an Appendix a list of the correspondence 
regarding it which is on the records of Govern- 
ment* 


* 1 & lltif 

C 'lijtf Hrrrttcirv'a li'tttT 
No. 42iiK i,f the Iht 
OctQlcr 
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C>. To rcudor intelligible the absti'act 1 am 
about to giVO of each ca.so, I must oxjjlntLi the 
jjrinciplea according to wliidi the Xlonorubb 
Court of Directors cteciderl that the eoritinuanec 
of Deccan Sunn jams should he regulated, uikI in 
coiifoi'mity to which the Revised Lists were pro- 
Itssedly framed. Those principles wore,—- 

That all Suriujams granted prior to 
A, i>- 1751, or held in eommutatum for any¬ 
thing ao granted, should be considored heredi¬ 
tary* 

*2fid .—That all Siirinjams granted belweoii 
A. t>, 1751 and 179fJ shouhl be continued to 
tlio bohlcr at the intTOdiictbu of Dritish rule, 
and for one generation further, with a pension 
of half the net proceeds of the Surinjam to the 
tliird jjonoration. 

3jv/*—'TJ iat all Sarinjamft granted after a. d. 
1706,—that is to say all Siiriujairis granted by 
the last Pesluva, Bujec Ran,—should beeonU* 
lined to tlie holder at the introduoljou of British 
rule, after his death a pension of half the net 
proceeds being granted to tlie next generation, 

7, Tlie first case Tcqniring notice is that of tlie 
Kuddnm Banday family,* to which ulbi^ion lias 
already been made.f Here three villages, of tlie 
cstiiiiatcd value of upwards of Its, 3,300, were 
found entered in the Surinjam lists as grants 
made before a, d. 1751, Iteld at the lireaking out 
of the war with the Peshwa, and, thereforCp con- 
tinuablc hereditarily; whereas these villages had 
been Tesnmed by the Pe.slnva long before the 
breaking out of the war ; had remained so resnm- 
cd up to the close of the Peshwa's rule; and bad 
at tlie introduction of the British Government 
been restored, as an act of grace, for the lifetime 
only of the tiicn i □ cum ben ta ; added to which, 
the tenure on which they bud been held was not 
Surinjam, and, moreover, not one of them liad 


* Appcn^TIs A- 

t 3 of tlpiii 

liftter. 
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been gniTilcd on any tenure at all until afttn* 
A, D. 175], 

8* One extraordinary feature in this case ivaj? 
that the* Agent for Sirdars, Mr, Wardeu, had, 
after erroneously entering ihem in his Surinjani 
Lists of 1844, correctly and clearly deserihed 
thdr condition, and every circumst'\nce conniectcd 
with them, in a report submitted to Government 
on the 26th of July of the folluvving year; and 
yet, witli this last letter on record, tiie villogca 
were again entered in the Itevised Lists, and 
entered under ciL’CUm!3taiiccs of greatly aggra¬ 
vated error, 

0, Even with the Iiiain Comniisfiioiier's clear 
rcpoit before him, the Agent, iMr, Brown, at¬ 
tempted to Tipfiold the double mistake which had 
been coiiimitted. The real state of the ease was, 
Jiowevcr, fully cypose<t hy the Jiiam LVmimis- 
sioricr, whose last repoi't on theMibject led to the 
expniictlou of the villugos from tho 8urinj:uii 
Lists, under the orders of Governaient, approved 
of by the IJoiioriiblc Court of Directors in tlie 
Jollovving terms ;—■ 

L|7 

*’ From n comparison of Mr, Hart's reports 
on thw subject with tliose of Mr, Brown, it 
Tvoidd seem tlmt ultliongh tlic four villages 
claimed hy the Kuddtmi Bimday fiiiiiily were 
known not to have been in lljeir possession 
previous to 1751, three of tlieso vilLges were, 
nevertheless, by some constmcllon wliich wc 
cannot nudcrstaiul, considered to have formed 
an integral ‘ part' of a large fiuriiijani held 
jwior to ill at date, an<l were, tlicrefoic, inserted 
in Class L of tlic revised lists as hereditury. 
Since, liowever, the large SunnjaTU in question 
consisted solely of u portion of the Mokassa 
Umuls of the l^urjranas of Nuudoorbar and 
Sooltanpoor, it could not possibly include any 
villages. The villages in question vrere not 



part of tliU SiirinjtiTTi, but wtres gi'auted one 
in 1752, tbe two others m 17G2, and then not 
in commutation of any previous Snrinjam. 

The four vilfuges, moreover, hud been confis¬ 
cated by the Pesliwa <jii the groitml of rebel¬ 
lion before the breaking out of tho \var» Tiie 
family liad, therefore, no claim to be again 
pnt in po$$c^iou of tliem after the confjuosb 
fji eon Hid oration, however, of their former rank 
and hn]>ortance, anil their dlisirossed cli'cmu- 
stances, tlie villages were restored to tluan ou 
life-tenure ■ but the insertion In Class I, wits 
altogotljor erroneous, and reflects discredit on 
the toanuer in whidr tlic lists wore jjrepared ; 
nor can wo exempt Mr* llrovvn'a ino^t iiii- 
factory letter of explanation, dated 11th 
Oetoher l8ol, from similar mistire.” 

10* Tile next case is timt of Aloreshwiiv Dixit 
Miinohttr,* whose Siujiijain, vahird at about .^Pfinuliv B* 
Hs, per mimim, was declared borediiiivy by 
tlie llonoriible Court on grounds ilesorihcd to tlieui 
as Siiecial, hut wliidi In reality hail neveroxistL’d* 

Tbe eTTor wbieli was eomttiittcd I8 dearly pofiittnl 
gut ill the Honorable Court’s order (below trau- 
scribed), dii'eeting the expuiietioit of the Jiylding 
from the hit of heieditary iSurlujanis : — 

“ We consenled to iveognisc the iSiuinjani 
of Moresliwur Dixit ns liereditEiry (ii!tlioii|jh of' 
hiterdute than 1751) on the distinct state- 
aiieut by Mr* Warden iiiid by Mr. Drown tlmt 
the Sunud contained wor^ls of hilicrilancc, 

From Captain Cuwper’s letler dated 21st 
t^eptember 1852, and Mr. Waiden's letter of 
explanation dated l>Lh December 1S52, it 
appears there were no cxprc&s words of inherit* 
ance, and that the view wbieh Mr* Warden 
took of the case depended oii a disputable and 
disputed interpretation of the worI ‘Ntdiemcc/ 
fitated by Mr. Warden biui&elf to be hterully 




G 

<^[tiiv£jlcnt to “^constantly* or * regularly/ Coii- 
snlcrlng tljis circutnstance, mid alsp tliat ifie 
Snrinjum is a n*cru Pulkee tdlowancc, wg are 
(|idtc satisfied tliat it otiglit uot to |j<j heredi¬ 
tary/'' 

11. The Surinjatn of Triinbulijee Tlajay Bhos- 
Aj)[HuLlk C, Icy,* of the estimated annual value of Hs. 1,4JJ7, 

was described in the Revised as a sfrant 

made before A. J>, 1751^ and as <mc proved by 
tlic Pcijlivva*s records to Iiavc existed in t!ic time 
of the Sattara Rajas ; the fact being that it was 
iicitlicr gimitcd nor held before a. ik 17oi, nor 
for twenty-six years afterwards; and all thU 
hfiiig correctly recorded iit IMr, Kiphinstone’s 
idslsof and in those suhscfjncritly jireparcd 

by the Agent for ftinlars in 

lU. <iovernmcTit, on being made ncipniintcd 
with tlj<' foieg'oiiig facts, pointed out to the Juam 
Commissioner lliat the List holder of llie Suriii’ 
jani having died without male issue* orders for 
its resiLinptioii had been issued on the Dth March 
1852. Government, however, decni['d it advis¬ 
able to forward to the Agent for »Sirdars a copy 
of the luaiti Commissioner's cominuniciition, in 
order thajt there sliould be a record in his (the 
Agent's) ofliec of tlm erroneous nature of the in- 
fbnnatioii continued in the Revised Siiriiijani 
Lists of 18 11 and 1847 relative to tins gi'ant. 
lil. Tho Sunnjaiii ofCliimnajec Vitul Pooriin- 
t Appendix D, dhurec,I entered in the Revised Lists as an here¬ 

ditary holding, consisted of two portions, situated, 
one in tlie Deccan, and the other in ^finiar : the 
erroneous nature of the entry regarding the Ni- 
rnar portion, of die estimated value of Its. li,000, 
was reported to Oovernniciit in the following 
terms 

** The Honorable Court seem to have passed 
this decision ou the erroneous mfonnatLon 
afforded to them in the rovtaed lists^ that * by 
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an ovei-srght, tliis portion of tlic Surinjam was 
retained by Government wlicn the remaioder 
waa restored to tlie present Sni'injamdar in a, 
1340,—Sunuds and Chor Chittees are in tlic 
poi^sossion of this person*; ’wliereiis, so far 
from the above parti on of the f^urinjam having 
been rotamed by (Jovcrninciit through any 
oversiglit, its rostoralion liad been fully dis¬ 
cussed on tM r^praimtailoni in 1841, 

and bad been decisively negatived by tbo 
Government of fndui, wliich decision bad 
been commitiueatcd to tlio Agent for Sirdars 
on tlie 7tb Oetobor 1841, in the Political 
Secretary's letter No. 377b.” 

14. The entry regardijig the Deccan portion f^f 
this Surinjani turned out, qii inquiry, to lie even 
!iiorc erroneous than tlic one <]escnbed in tJ]o 
pi^>coding paiagiiqih, and it became apparent 
that l)ie most bai<‘faced j’raud must have been 
coiuniitted in the Agent’s Ofiice, atisiilting in the 
entry of a [Kirtion iif the Deccan Sui injam, of the 
aiinind value of nearly Its. 1,400, as a grant 
made before 17bJ, wlicn, in reality, it was not 
granted until after lliat jierioil. 

I b. No orders* bavo as yet been rceef\ ed fixnn 
Govemmctit in regard to eitlntr the Nimar or tlio 
Deccan portion of this Surin jain. 

IG. The Snruijani of Dujeajee bin Ilunmunt 
Rfio lMiaiid\vulknr,i’ of ibc annual value of 
Rs. 480, was entered in the Revised J^sts as a grant 
made before a. n. 17^1, and wit I ion t nny further 
remark wliutever. It was left to be inferred dint 
the Surinjam bud been held from tiie date of 
grant up to the breaking out of the war with the 
Pcsbwa. 

17. Such, liowcvor, waa very fur from being 
the ease, as will be seen from the following c.K- 
tract:]: from a report submitted to GovcmmcEt on 
the subject:— 


* Gov^rniitiPiit Imvo, 
inifU'v ihitL^ Oic -Hli Miiy 
ISriF!^ tlot iliti 

Niuiur SitfLiijiim alHSiiia 
Iju llnnlly of 

inulur thr onl'Tfi itf Oic 
U t) 4 :kor;Lltlk; (Hulirt of 
nircflur^t urnl tliul ltn 3 
portion of tho llccpnii 
fvu]‘ji]jiOTi fliftir 

A. IK 17'^1 

n ctoj: Hi ] H\yti hccti ^'tit c r- 
til a* lii’Tt'Jifiiiy, slmiiM 
no IV 1)0 (ruoilVncd lu 
Mil; l.liisis to it 

linlnii^. [iiiil ti'oAtdJ no- 

cuf Jiiiiijly. 


f ApjieiwliJt P. 


+ ntiJ 

I.'luftln? AK^tiatAiit 111 nut 
C(in]i!ii:&siojti!r CnptiLiii 
Cowp<?r'a 
JjOOj of thp 

Ociobci isaj. 



* Since rcreivcil in 

iratiHTlbnl) oFtlu'ir 
ticnl dv^pnUih NOi 
i 7 * flatcd tJif 12 th Dc- 
CLinhor :— 

^*^11. The <]ncJitmn 
wli ieh has iwi sc » reapent- 
inj^ this (Hiirinjam, and 
■n h ich yen li nvc incfrrrcJ 
tb nn for our ^^neral iiw 
\n the Follon- 
tri|’t—iilmthcr the title 
(►f a fmilily wc fuirnd in 
poEEcsflio-ii| eml iitIio 
irvcinc 111 posKcssion in ot 

{ >Tcvious tn l 7 hU is to 
ftlfected by interme- 
dintc ^snniptiotia by the 
TealnTH, You are of 
opinion thnt it kIiouIiI 
not^ prmdclLid that there 
liiii lieuii A eoi]»iilem}pIe 
lenj^tli of poH 9 ca!fl]on 
hetwc^c1lt)lct\l'o ]Kri(h1s, 
Y'uu lunatj Loxtuveri be 
mvnre that the ronrse 
wliicli you thus ncom- 
mended w at variance 
n itli thntu'hiehwc hove 
orJiiiarily iiursmcd^ and 
that as ivc iln not restore 


(uuleiiaaTi very special 
piiasesiiiijita of 
vhirli families ]iad been 
deprived prei'ioiisly' to 
Our rule, so, nlso^ nhen 
aiiHi posiieKslont after 
hejnp;; takini an ay, IkoI 
bwii restored previously 
to our rule^ nie have 
hitherto it?};ni'iled them 
na estates acquijnGi) at 
the da to of reatoratjun. 
YVe ndinit tliat aonic 
resutnlotion* tuay have 
been so clearly tem^ 
porary that it uouUl be 
harsh to consider them 
aa breaking the chain 
of prcBcriptiOD ; but n o 
do not think that aueb 
mi ob-ierration can 
npply (u * cue Like the 
preient, in which the 
estate wAi twice rcaum- 
tbe laat time for 
nineteen ycara, and had 
only been held onintcp- 
mptedly for twenty 
yean betweet) 17^1 and 
the intrcidoetioii of the 
Sritiih Governtnent. 

^*12. Wcarewiiltnip, 
however, to allow to the 


“ 12. The Suriiijatn was, on account of the 
treason of the then incumbent, resumed in 
A* n-1773-74 ; it was restored in d* 1778-79, 
but again resumed in the same year ; from 
which time it remained in the hands of tlic 
Government until nineteen years afterwards, 
Yvhen it was (iu a* n. 1797-99) restored to Ijis 
30(1 by a Sunud registered in the State records. 

** 13* Tima, for the long period of a quarter 
of a century was this Surinjani not held at 
all, and at the introduction of the British Go¬ 
vernment it had only been held uninterruptedly 
for a period of twenty years,” 

13, Tills case has been referred by Govern¬ 
ment for the orders of the Honorable the Court 
of Directors, Yvhich have not yet been received.* 

19, The Suvlnjam of the Wamoret’kur fami¬ 
ly ,t of the annual value of Rs, 14,089, had been 
Correctly described in Mr, EI ph ins tone's Lists ; 
iu the lists afterwards framed in A. £>, 1834 ; and 
also in those drawn out in a, n, 1838, as a grant 
made long after a, d, 1751, It was, however, 
shown in Mr, Wurdcn*3 list of 1844 as a grant 
made prior to a, n. 1751. The cxplunation 
afforded ^ was, that in the original lists of 1834 
the Arabic year of grant liad been incorrectly 
rendered. On referring to these original lists, 
however, nothing of the bind was to be found : 
the Arabic year therein entered corresponded 
with A, n, 1771, and it became evident * that a 
gross fraud must have been practised on the 
Agent by the person who rendered to him the 
substance of the Muraihee original. 

20, In the Revised Lists framed by the Agent* 
Mr, Brown, the error described in the last para¬ 
graph remained nncorrected and unnoticed* 
allhough a remark was added, which, incorrect 
in itself, was calculated still further to mislead* 

f ,4^ppendix O* 
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2L Govcrmncnt liave not yet passed any de¬ 
cision* ill this ease, 

22, I’lie Smiiijam of Krlshn Riio Noel knot 
MooKUiadm%'k of the atiiiual valiit; of fU, ll j504» 
^Tascnto^e<^ in tlio llovised Lisfs asgmuted hofore 
A. p. 1751, and, thertforL', cntillod to licroditary 
eoiiiiijuaacc, Tlie sciat.iiiy of the loam Coiii- 
infrisioiRT, liowcver, broiiglit to light that not inure 
than an ca/hteenth portion of this Siinajum was 
granted at that early period, t!ic whole of the 
rcniiiiirdor Itaving been granted long afterwards, 
and besijg, coiisoqauntly% coiitinualdc only for 
two generations, 

JIoiv' the error described in the last para- 
gnijdi faiuid its way into Mr- Revised 

Ltfits of 18-17 ia iiiiiieoomitabio, beariioi^ In mind 
tlait Mr, Warden bad in the fii’st inslaijce insert¬ 
ed tlie whole of the Mnriujani in the lists of ld4-t 
as an hereditary ouoi on tin: recorded grounds of 
a portion of' it having Isoeii held prior to a. n* 
17 '3 L Covernineiitj however, ulicn retnriiim** 
Mr, Wanleii's lists fur revision to his successor, 
]\li\ Brown, particularly jjoinlcd ont this ca&o as 
one reiioiriiig correction, unless tlie wdiole tSnrin- 
jam Co aid ho shown to have heeu granted at so 
early a <]ate; yet, with those dear iiistritcriuns 
before hiiOj not only were they dijuegaided, but 
tbe remarks which, in Mr. Warden w lists, had 
CApluim'd how the enso really stood, w'cre e.v- 
jmiigr[l, and in their jdaeo the following most 
erroneous remark was sabstitnlcd : — 

** There (fxists a record in the Poimo Diiftiir 
W'bieh speaks of the grant of ibis Saviiijam in 
tlic year Eelieday Khunisain (a, u. 1750).’* 

24, No orders;]: have as yet been received 
Irom Govern men t regarding this case. 

25, 'J’lic iSurinjaiu of Kmideh Uao Biilhd 
lhjoi (iiidbarce,i of tlm aiinnal Viiliio of Us, 88^, 
was erroneously eiUeied in die Kevi>ed Lis'ls as 


coiiiitat.'riii I HE) s 11 
liy JUJU uri^lit 

til saVt HHV SHfinjiLIU 
nliicl] li-iH licL'n »rli]iiLLy 
ilerlun-[J liy icmr 
\ui nmpwN Mr liy 11*5 tftba 

ilt^privrd (I'f tliiit f lijifiio- 
tcf nil nrrriLiiii nf miTj'' 
jiEt^tU'Ilt fit' 

Uii iiiltTitii^liiiitLr inti’r- 
|-ii|iEioii nf [ 

rliEit ii<j Iniitil 
is or 

fd* ’IV'Ct xtiiiill 

tint lUvri'l Sillrllljibiil 
nf tlic ttliFLiiit^^ibltiii', t>f 
nny otliiT ti:iilliiirK' 
>(iln:ati'a. til Ih" ririiiihiht 
fmiii CIeiiss 1-’’ 

* {jitvpriiini'iLl: 3i;iw\ 
lUTIlIlT ()iltr lllc! !70i 
l■[■■scJtv- 

in! (li:it tKh SilifiTLj:i.ii 
Tiju ibi;:; Isrcit 
]\ H']iT<'rk‘r! ill fir 4 , 
sljEiliiil llLi’.i lir (Inll’^ri'i^- 
rcil t !j! 1111 ‘ n I E ■! .1 ^ f. 

t Apiiciiili-v IX, 


J ^^iinT tiTfin'i], 
ill'!' chiiv tlir in 11 Alrii' 

IS-'id, i*i>iiTllliJt‘i|l 
ih‘rl:Lrca t\iu [li^i^u^niLhi 
of LIil^ to lllUi!: iliv- 
riiiKL-ii ''' \IL'I']i;i]pS |].i; 
uiiiht ^l,^rllllTot't1l^ uniiy 
IVciiiil'i i^liirh liELVti lii'i-ii 
3ir(in]:;1it lu" tin; 

liinni 13iiHnni’j'*LiHJi-j’” ; 
}i;ivc |inirii‘pnnri'iJ it 
'* ilCliru]! to stntc utmi'li 
UAH tin:: iiliire (^nn^|PU':L- 
rnn, tlhc (if 

Mr. ]i, (hr tliu (iiii- 
tliii^iry of \ii\ hHiilinrdi- 
lULti's’''^ euieI rc- 

rumi h!Ci] I lull td tl i l' (' rj 11 rl 
tliiit I Ill'S 
t>lirLlli3:h1l:l Hhnillcl \k 
rcjrnTilctl IjutiPij'^iiii';^ 
til eiiiitit H.j anilUi-EiUst 

iieeoi'(lai;;ly. 


^ AppciirUv X- 
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till' x\^:4i>l:iiit timiii 
< \i tin ri L'fxji)j u'l J 'ji j‘) i n 
[U'/'si Iciici' Nil. 
nr flrr JInIt Ol-Eo- 

l>. f iSijipt. 


f Ajiprtiilis J. 


X f iovpriiHU'nt linvi; 
iiijilL'ir t}io 

L'lliEi NIjiv l^i'f'4 nili' 
iimtnl tliriT liitiintinil nf 
tli 5 < cri'-l” I'lJl’ 

tliuuniersoi tlu' lliiitiiir- 
nljle (iiti (.'vui'l af iJi- 
L'ccton^. 


ii m'flTiL mindo bcKii'c A. ih 175L The rrror com* 
Thiirc^l AVJiK ilescrii>c£] to Goveriiinont in the 
fuHuwfn^ fenns* 

/rt* l?ut it remains to lie sfiitcil tTuit Mr- 
lli“r»\vn IiutI liw'ii jKirticiiliniy \rujnrd Ji^ainst 
to even a Aintf/v jiorliiiii of 

a iSitriiijEOU any other d;itc than tliat uu wiiidi 
h was ajctniiliy g'ninted ; imti yet, thusi' 

Oistiuct instructions on record, Ju' assigned t<j 
this Snriiijain, composed of the viilagc 

of Haiiihoovdcc Gooiniit, uot the date ofgriiMt 
ol lljat villaero,—not even the tlsde of efi'Eint nf 

i“ -r 

anything Ijchl hy the SurltiJiHridar,^—hnt the 
date on which the fund I y liad originally 
received a vilhige whieh they liiul ccsisceI to 
hold itrodt/ //rfirs lieforc the close of tlie Pesh- 
Wiiii rt-i'ifiL On vvliat gioinids this was dom^ 
I cannot riiiderstand."' 

2(>. (iloverfuneiit, on receiving the Conl- 
missi<n’tt'i*s reiioi't^ clh ecled t.ht: rvpiinction i>f lliis 
SLiiinjani from rho class of hereilitary holdings, 
and its entry as one cunliniiEihle for two genera- 
tioiJd o)dy. 

i*7. 'Ihe f^iirinjani of Darhojec Po\var,i' nf the 


animal value uriis- <nitei‘t:d in iheltevised 

Jjhtfl as cy[iifiuiahlc ou iKjredllary teiiniCt was 
discovered to have hcen alwEiys u military and 
not a jRn'Sonal Imhliiig, andj tlaavfoi'e, iiot coii- 
tiiinnble at all utsder the llotmral.ilc liOnrPs 
ortlers, wlueti were not njiplicahlc to military 
jSurinjmiis. lieshh s tins, it was discovered that 
the whtdo of the Snrinjain lield under the iVslnva 
had hcen crronrouslv contilined hv the (\j]lector 

*■ V 

of Ahmodtiijg'irnr- in cmitravcntion of the orders 
of Mr. Kljdjinsfone’s (.iovcriinienh wliicfi sanc¬ 
tioned the GEniliiiuanco of one-half of it only- 
i28+ (JoveriJineiit have not us yet issued any 
orders.]; in tliis case, 

ijy* The iSnrinjurii of Gmigadhiir Gtiiicsh 
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Samun,* of llie nttnual vuluc of Rd. *002^ was 
ciittred h\ tlie Hovised Listens a ^rsmt of a. 
1703, coijtiuuablc for two gt-riemtiona, wliotcas it 
was id reality a grant of a. u. IHOl, amt, as sucIj, 
contiiiliable for ouc gciicmtioii only. 

30. Gnveriimcdt, on boiiig nuitlc ncqualnti^tl 
with tlic error committed, directed the transfer of 
tfiis Stiriiijiim to its proper place iii llic lists, as u 
grant of A. D- 1801. 

31. The erroneous nature of tlic entry in the 
Revised Lists of thuSniiiijaiu ol'Nirlu lbtboorao,i' 
of the annual value of Rs. IXiO, and tlio further 
ei rorsciiiitaiued in a siibsc^pient cx jdanatury loiter 
iVoiii the Agent, Mr. HrovYu, wei'C described tti 
Govern men t iu the following terms :— 

‘■'00. Tlie revised iSiiriiijam lists, iitid \fr. 
Browne'sex[daiiatory letter IVo.432, ofthe loth 
Deconiber 18.01, seem to be fEialty as regards 
this liolding iu the h)IIo\viiig iiistauces : — 

“ t^f,—The 3i<I paragraph of Mr, llnnvn*s 
letter stat.CM,—** 1’!ie Uinids, designated Siird- 
t^siiuujokt^e and Snr[)atelkee, arc not entered iu 
the Surinjam lists’; but they ought, ajiparoiit- 
ly, to have hccii so entered, as wliatever the 
Mooziirndar^s family liold or cluing must be 
lliat, and tljat only which was itudiidetl in 
Mr. Eljihliistone^s order continuing the Suriu- 
jam ■ on no otijer tenure, or by no oLlier order 
was auytbing con tinned to them by tlic Coju- 
missioner in the Deccan. 

** The Peshwa^s rccoi^ls, moreover, 

airovd jo'oof that the t/ftre Uinuls were held 
hy the lAIoozinudar in Surinjam, although the 
one was often coiifoundcil with tlie otlicr, 
especially iu the accounts id‘ tnanagement.,—au 
ucctinvncc whidj these State records show to 
Jjuve been a cotnnim] one iit regard to aliena- 
tious generally. In the jtresent case, iu a 
SiiuLid issued by the Peshvva, and sliuwn by 


'* Ap^iciitJix IL. 


t Ajtpniilix X*. 


^ (la i^)^ 

liji! ni:iiii 

t i 'nji( :lili 

li'Is'T Nil. 

ol ihi; Ivt A[nA iSjf. 



ilio CiluM'Hcc Icdf^rr to liavc bten 
hi Mil- State diary oftlia27tli Oeccinhur 17GJ, 
(JiOiIi Jiiimnad-ool-Awid, Esuiiay Seetaiii Mya 
nil t '11 Ilf,) the thrive thnuls of Wnrjranin 
(jlienud are distmctly sjjodfied as fiaviii;^ 
Uvn jarviously held by^ and as buinnr tliou 
(a, u, 17(jl) rcstoied to Tninlnik Babouruo 
Moozomdiiv. 

“3jv/. —TbeSurdtahmookec has been rrmiic- 
ously f^iipjjoiicd In be nmsmnii^ the Wutem 
of a Snrdoslimook, w^hcroas it is an LImul 
or A povlion of the i'cveinuM>rl^]na]Iy obtained, 
n-ilh lfi6 C/iOfit/ij by the Sattara iUija JVoui the 
Ktiij^eror of Delhi, hut lalkrit/ eovi'ospnndiu^ 
ill every save amount Avitli the Mokass^ 
or aijy other Uiiuil, and shown by the State 
diaries iiud aceoiiiit>5 of mauagenieiit of the 
late (jovernnient to have been jrranted aud 
lidd ill Siirinjaiu throaghout the Pesinva's 
dominions just as otlier Uimds were so granted 
and held ; and it wilt be soon from the first 
document quoted in tlie 48tii paiagiaph of 
this letter, that all t/trcc Uinids (Mokassa, Snr- 
dcshinookoe, and Surimtelkee) were aetiiuily 
granted ill Surinjain in a. u. 1751 to Naraycn 
liao Vonkutefih* 

“4M.—In explaining the dilTorencc between 
tin; value assigned in the Ctnuiniiisjoiiei ’s order 
of release and that assigned in the revised IisLs, 
to tlie Mokassa of Wurgfniiii Cjlieuiid, it is 
stated in paragraph 4 of the Agent^s letter, * that 
thcainoiint stated in the revjse<l Surlnjam lists 
is not revenue, 'while tliat etated m tlie Cifor 
Chiltee is the Kumal or gross amount.' But 
lljo value assigned in llie revised lists is not tho 
net, but the Kiiiuiil or nominal value assigned 
in the Clior Chit tee, and catered, probably 
from t.lie Clior Cbittoc itself, in the Htatemeut 
fiiriiished by the Collector. The net value of 
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tiic three I'miilsjof Wiirgmiir G[j<;nii<] I Jiftvc 
fistt.rrninctl from the occemit^ of llio villi\£Tc to 
be Ijiii'ely uue-lmlf of the muoutit whieh tlie 
revised lists show iis the ncl vylue of one 
tJeiiil only, 

" 5M,—111 ihc ^jtli pTirnf^rnpli of the Agent’s 
letter it is stilted, witli refereiiec to two tloeu- 
nieuts^ ti'imslutionf^ of >vhic:li necoiujiJiiiieil 

* i'hese iloeiunoiifri dislhicilv state the tenure of 

m* 

llie *rviinl to be ESni'injiiiu/ lint tlie translatiou 
of a )jorLion of the first of these docnrnctits, 
rendored as * the^e Moknssii villages/is incor- 
IIS thent) is uotliiiig of the kind in the 
oiiginnl, vvhieli is now before me, niid wlucli 
relers only to the Mokassii Unmls, or Babs, of 

f Itnlii; {'lit Di'bt! ’ll 

lljesc vilkiges^ ^ ^ ^ 

iniiv IS not sjiedfied. 

‘Mj/A.“\Vhib reference fo tbe seme transU- 
lions, it is stated hi the sitmo (llio otli) pni^- 
grii[di <>f the Agent's leltor, that they * iilhuJo 
to the year 17117, wliicli, in the aliaoiice of any 
further proof,^ Ijijs been licKI as tbe dato of the 
a’rant/ in the fii’st of these documents tin: vear 
J7fi7 is ccrtniuly mentioned, btitonly^iii tenns 
wliieli prove tbut the Suiiiijam muxi have been 
jnevioMsly held, and tbal 1707 eould not have 
bt^cn the date of original giant of that which 
was then, in a* iv. 1707 (it is recorded in the 
docnnieut quoted by the Agent) ordered to be 
Tcleaseil fium an attaeliment plaocd upon it 
three years jircviously* 

I I la VC been on a bio to ascertain the 
groninls upon vvhicli tlie Agent in tlio 7tli 
pamgrajjliof lu^j loUcr informed Government,— 

* Haboorao's nucestors were Karkootis of Da- 
bhareo, snid, tliorcforo, the grant to tlioui ivas 
necessarily of a Suriujam cliaracter/ But I 
am not aware of nny necessary coniicctiuii 


* '"Ttic A^cnt Ti.'in in 
llkr [3re*ifiiinjj |MirnpiM|tli 
(lilll Jlh) Itl' fHItNK 
ItaLiT Eilliiiilra rn lliL! 
fitrtlti'r |iL'oi»j' 
liy tliii rt'sInoiV 
tluit Uii^ nns 

riiiijvi'il jin fur biLuk tts 
irikt. ’ 
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btriwcx^n the two facts, or that ohc miiiit iiavt^ 
jiHbctcU tin; otlicr. 

** — In the 8t!i paragmpli of tljo A"l:rlt^!3 

lirtttT it is stated:—* The third is an order of the 
l\;shwa dated 17*^7, hot it is not rnjijistei'ed in 
tlic Pcsliwa's Duftur/ Hut the doeuincut U 
rcf^istei'^ed, niid tlje registry is shown hy tlie 
(.jiiiuniee ledger to Iiave Ijcen made iir tlie 
Stutc diary of tlie 21sit Jan nary 17G8, (lOtli 
Jinnmad-ool-Awnl, Sunnm Khumsaiii Myn \vn 
Idlnf,) altliongh the J^nperiii ten dent of the 
Poona Dnftiir was not aware of Liu; fiict, anti the 
Agent couldj of course, only rejjart the result 
of the Superintendeut's inquiry. Tlie regit-Jry 
now dis<JOvered may have been overlooketl by 
tlie SiipCriiitelident’s estahlijihiiieiltj hat it is, 1 
think, most piohahle that tlic tloeiimciit cun- 
tainiii"' ft was not tJien fortficorninf^ for use 

■O O 1 

hdug one of those suhsctpiently extracted and 
niTaiiged, as explaiiK^d iu tliu Ofiih pamgra idi 
ol my report No. Itili, of llie 2ijd May last. 

lu till! Jlth paragraph of the Agent's 
letter it is stated,—* Bahoorao Triinlaik diil not 
jircsent liimself at the time when the JSariiijaui 
lists wy'te imtier preparation, and, tiiererort:, the 
date of giant given iu tlie list is that which 
was fijund in the cxlEmt records of tlie Poslnva/ 
13nt it ilocs not seem that Bnhuorao Trimhnk 
was ever desired to present liimsclf, and 1 Iiave 
already explained the date of grant as.'^igned 
in the lists not to he borne out i^y iho Pe:di- 
wiiA records of an]/ peiiod. 

lOUi .-—The revised iist^ and cxplanafory 
letter hoth show * Bahoorao "IVinihtik’^ to have 
hiTTi the first British grantee, at whose dccith 
the »Snnnjain, as one continiiuldi' fur two gouC' 
I'ldioiis from the conijiu;ir.t, won hi he enjoyed 
by Ids son Ncdknnt Hahoorao; hut this was 
liot the cinjc, U3 Bahuorao Tiiuibuk's Mesi son, 
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Nui'i^ingi liad (lio<l previously, iL'Uvmg a son, 
iiaiiH'd Utimakant, Tlic sacoiid generation liad, 
tljcixfore, passed a^vay,* and tbu Siii injani bad 
lii])^ed, a ])ciision c(pml to liulf its net proceeds 
being jwi^^able to Kiiuiiikiiiit. 

“ llM,—Tbe revised lists, however, were 
pve[iared before the rcctiijrt of the Honorable 
('oiirt'ft orders, under wljicU tbe deceased 
Norsiiifr was to be considered as lira second 
goncratiiui; but tliey arc iiovcrllieluss erro¬ 
neous, iiiasuiueb as son, Uuuiakautf 

tbc wlioso nanio ought to jinvo been 

inserted in colmiiii 12 of Ujc list!?, instead of 
thill; of Noelkuiit. 

“ 12 //**—Tlie stafeincnt (Jharce Piitm) of 
tlic CoHeetor of KhandeMi, |■e^cn\:d to fii tba 
5 lii [atragrapb of Mr* Ib-owirs evpliinaiory 
Id ter and in iho ibib coin in u nf the revised 
di’^tincl;]y jiointerl out ibnt Ihdioorao 
Triinhuk bad h\u\ ftVif soni?, one of wliom had 
died leaviiig male issue, but no intjniry what¬ 
ever seems to have been inadi!* M 7 M sndi jrosi- 
tive iiifurmation on icconh I cannot sijppnso 
tliat the Agent would have insei'tetl Nevlklilies 
iitimc in llie lists, had he (Mr* Brown,) been 
awure of the contents of tlic Khaiideisli Collec¬ 
tor’s shitciueiit, M'liicli must, Miercforc, 1 con- 
clnde, have been withheld from him* 

“ the 5th paragnipb of llie Agent's 

explanatory letler it is staled,—' The CoHecfoJ's 
of KbaudeUh and Lhioiia have both, in flicir 
Jharec Jhitnis drawn ontp on Ujc lath iiJcp- 
tember lH4d (extracts of wdiich are annexed), 
jvciJgnised and stated I be Mokassa of these two 
villages as Snriiijains, mid the year Uicy were 
granted is F[ariiieil as a. p. 17(17/ Diit a ro- 
iercncc to the Kliandeisli (hdloctpr's fitatement, 
traiisTatmn of wldeli accompanied Mr. Browu'e 
explanaliofjj will show that the Collector of 


* '^Onlfra of tlie 
IlD]if>nt]jk Court, roiii- 
inuutc'iiet^l to the 
ill tike Cliiff Secrctnri** 
icltl^r No. of til Li 
liJtli Jaiiii&ry 


f Tlifi trfitisl.Ltion 
nCTQ[|]|hlMll itljr tUu 

A;»cint‘is Irtti'f slwnvs the 
KI li t ir' h 

J|]:ilV 4 i i^utni to 1 i 4 i 


* I 



* ' Tin* A;^nt np- 
pnirn Uav\,^ mni'r Ji 
^iltnTnr tM’nnu'ciUM }.frU’- 
Tiii'iU ill ]t]s j'(‘|f[jj t jXi^, 

[if trir .'Stfi .M:i!]'i-li 
I I, f I ai Nti'il Lit T1 Lu "JlJJ't 11 

|tiinijjni;sii ofthi’? [fl ti'r ; 
mill U't, III [lu'i’Liit 
j;j-:] I ih (1 i' 1 1 ‘^;i| II0 I't'J ^[ll'^, 

icLVil rci'iirdL^I tlic 
tliLm^li iioE 
HiL^ jj-tfi/eot tfu'iMHireHtu 
Ilf llu" vt'j y rDtTiTiiiuiirii- 
tmu fiMiH itjL Culli i'iur 
ill' rimi]!! 4 .\(i. (Ii'i I [>, of 
t]i(‘ ] 1 til 

uIiicEi ili^iiLiL'i]! imiiUfil 

[Tilt MlC (‘\Ls1 1‘llL’t^ Ilf 
]{!i]UFi]^ik]tt, ;iii[] till- fiLi^t 
ij-f fcii (lii^ 

Mis/ lirjiiK'h uf tlm 
J::iiiiiljk 


KlitiiKleisfinsiigiiralastlic‘diitoof Hjc Siimiil, 

ns iisc'citiiincil from rceoidi,' not 1707, Out * tlw 

J;f^ /'VArtfary 1820/ 

** I-UA*—Tlie ago of Noilkiint Riilionmo, 
Avliicli w!is, iieconling lo Ihc Tooiia Colioctoi’s 
pUiUmU'iil;, tliirty-onc yt'iu's in imd, no- 
i.'OL'cliijfj fo tlj[^ (.Villrolni 's stfitomont, 

tliirty-six yonrs ITI IMM, ^ I'idorcil in tJjo 
rcvifiutl lisU of 1847, jJiirpoiliiijv fi'uiiioLl 
from tlicfio sJatcmotjJs, naitmih/ t/mrs. 

tho Otli psirni^nipli of Jii:# o\pIa- 
itntory loiter, diitod iljo I:>iii J?oC(‘niljer 
(lio Agent, Mr, Brown, j^ruted : —‘ Biiljotjrio 
Tiiiidiuk wns tlio Briiirtli grmifeo, and lijn 
iSuriisjani Ijeld liy Jifm slionld, aceovding ti^ 
tlu: I'lile of .'nioeoi^.don to deiriernd 

to Ids son Neelo HFibooiiio/ Tliirf sintciiunit 
\v:it5 ni;ido npar iha meoEjit, of tlio Uoiioraijlo 
Coiiit’s orders on tlie siibjoet of stieoej^sion lo 
8ni'iiLjain*t, w1ih:Ii woro rEHiLiiinnicatecf to flic 
Agi nt in tlic C^liicf Sccivtsiry's LniiT No, 2C18, 
of flic 12lli Jimnniy fnU not {jnlv were 

fhc Iloimj'nblc Coort's ordt-rs on ri’t'ord, hut 
tint Agent had rocfivcd from Nn Jo B;if>oorao 
liiinreifa MtiratJiee letter dated[ UA Ocfohfr 
JSdO, rcfeinng to Riniiakant N(ij>iing as one 
of tli<^ jjeisoiis ill vvIiop(‘ names the Cofiretor 
of Ihicnin liacl Ciiten d tlio holding, ami tlio 
Colhcifor, lo whom N'eclo Balniorih/s L’tti'r 
was Idrwiinlecl hy the Agent, di;.l]iietly staled 
iEt his Mtiralhec rejdy, N<n f3.;i!J, of ihr ] Jlh 
OrhJrf'i' 18k^0j that iitmiakaiit Nnisiiig hc:- 
linigC'd k> £lio hraindj of Ulo lliiiiily. 

How, t/{h, Hlifl withofii hfqnu't^* tijo 

Agent, on the 16t]i iJefemf^er 1801, rnfonned 
(loveriniu.'tit tliat Bahoorari Tj’imhtik's Siirin- 
jaiii ‘should, according to flic- rnle cd'sticecssion 
i(j +Snriajam,s, descend to his son, Ncelo Bii- 
booiiio/ 1 aiu tinahio to understand/* 
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TJji^ cnM Ijela Ijtipii by Govern- 

men I Tor t.be consideration of the Honorable the 
Court of Directors,* 

33, Tlie Suriiijain of Miulhow Rno Neclkunt 
PoornncHiurect was oiTOTieou.^ly enrereu in the 
Jfevisc(f Lists under cironmstancGs described to 
Govermnent in tlic fnlbiwing termsJ 

“ 8. Such arc the recorded circumstances 
under whidi tills Siirinjam was originally 
granted and is still hokh and from which it 
ajjpt'iirs,—' 

“ Tliut the adoptive fatlier of the pre¬ 
sent incumbent held from the Hritish Govern- 
Nient. a large Siirinjmn, \vhieh had been con¬ 
tinued by Mr, Rlpliinstoiic, 

“ at tljo mloptivo father's donfh 

this Snrinjam was resumed, pensions to tbe 
anil I lid amount of Jls. being grantccl to 

tlie widousj metlier, and principal dependents 
of the deceased, 

** Ihyf ,—Tliat no allowance ’was at that time 
made to the ailopled son, Madliow Kaoj on t.ljc 
grounds of his adoption not liivviiig been sano* 
tioned l>y the Government. 

4fJt ,—That snbseipiently, on tlio Gtli Oc¬ 
tober 1834, tlie Honorable Court of Directors 
sanctioned the grant of a provision to Madliow 
Kao to the extent of Rs, 125,000 pci’ annum, 
M *—That this provision was accordingly 
made and enjoyed for some time by Madhow 
Rao in the form of a pecuniary stipend or 
pension. 

“ 6^/i.““That on Madliow Rao's solicitation 
that the pecuniary stipend might be commuted 
into n gnoit of land, villages of the annual 
value of Rs, 35,000 were made over to him, 
in lieu of the pension, and as a life-ffrant, 

7ilw —That the fact of the tenure being' only 
fur life was specially pointed out to the Agent 


* Wl]p lisvc wj PC 
iifsuctl the 
utdivn in ]iDTnp;riiph \ 
of thcir pnliticul Acir 

r utHi Pfo, ^7p diiterl Lhu 
2lii Dctdinbcr iHyS 
“ The very ftill 
cleur of Cnptnin 

CDnjier on this cetnte 
lifls 19)OUT o]]ii:iii>iu as in 
ynui^3 flKti^n that CliCi'n 
i!fp ijut pcrfcc^t 

prrtnf, vciy strong ]irt- 
tniniitivc evnUufc thiit 
tli« ['mills wam in jmts- 
of til V family hi' - 
for^ 1 T&l j aiulivi; tlirri.'- 
fijOrV in ncciirilaiicc^vith 

X OUT ircominfniil iitii>i], 

b _ ’ 

iiiiMLon^o yon to 
them lirT^'ililftry, TliO 
righifki] }iviT is lliiinEi- 
kimt, rliiliu, in 

fnnNrqticnt'i! of Iti.s 
VOieIIj utijI nhKtiioc, hin 
niH'fc iX'i'L'Ikuiitj nnil Ills 
niDi'c ilistnnt relative 
Unjinojco KassiniinT, 

xvtuT jtblii Biici-ussfuily 
to ktep hack.” 

y Ap]n:iiJix IW* 

X PrtRigmpTi IS of tilt 

A^Sisfiint liiiLni (’ntii- 

luissionci'CnpexiEi Co^-^ 
jicr’rt 2117 , 

ilntccl the vf April 



for Sir<IaTSt who was desired fully to 

this to Madliow Rao and to frame the deed of 

^raiit accordingly. 

8^A.^That the grant /or Vifi of those 
villages was paactioned by the ilonorablc 
Court on the 27lh Anguist 1S4I. 

Tliatin the lislis of 1844 this life-grant 
was by mistake entered as an licrcdituiy 
yurinjam. 

lOf/t.—That thrfl mistake was pointed out 
to the Agent, Mr. Thrown, when t.lic lists of 
IH44 were returned to him for re visit m. 

11/A.—Tliat in tlic revised lists this life' 
grunt was ugiiitl recomincncled for l;m:ditiiry 
ooTitimunicej on tlic alleged groundis of its 
HiJtiipiity, 

“ 12M.“That the Govcnimont then again 
pointed out to Mr- Hiowu that the grant was 
one made for life, and grunted originally hy 
the Rritii:1i, and not by tlic Pcsliwa^s Govern¬ 
ment. 

*' 13M.—^That ill spite of these reiterated 
oj'ders, no alteration whatever was made in 
the revised lists: nut cmTy was the Surinjum 
not cxfHinged as a Jiritish grant, to whicli tlic 
Iloriomble Court’s order did not apply, hut 
tlie original recommendation tliat it siiould he 
continued on hereditary tenure was preserved 
Just as it stood before. 

“ 14fA.^T]iat the IlonoraUc Court accorded 
a general sanction to the class of Sarinjams lu 
wliieh thid one was inserted, on tfie recorded 
grounds of their being sup[iosed to be grants 
originally made by the Pcshwa*s Ch>vcrnment. 

“ l3tL —Tliat under the circtimBtanccs ex¬ 
plained in the preceding fourteen clauses, this 
grant, wliidi was made by the British Govern¬ 
ment, and wliich was sjjccially declared to be a 
lifc-gnmt, stands in tlie revised lists as one 
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hnlP of wliicli is continnnlilc to a sf^oonft gene¬ 
ration/" 


34. Government, in disiposing of tliis case, 
dccWctl tlie Snriojam resumable on tJjc deatli of 
Mjulbow llao without the grant of a pension of 
half tlic amount to tlie next geiieratiou. Govern- 
mtmt, Ijowevcr, in doing this, declared Mr. 
ISrowi/s proceedings to Iiave boon “not so vvortliy 
of Idriiiic as Captain Cowjicr^s rojjort would sug¬ 


gest/" 

35* TIic Sariiijam of Mccra Oumu^fj Itis&al- 
dar,* of the eatiiiiatod annual value of Rs. 1^5(18, 
Wiijj euterod in tite Itovised Lists as having been 
under attachment by the lVsluva*s Govtrinnenl', 
and restored by the British Government in 1820. 
It was, flieroforc, enteral as contijmable for one 
goiioration. with the gniiit of a pension of half 
the amount to the geiieration next succeeding. 
But it tu3ij(il out to he a Brilish grant, to wliich 
the llononihle Court had distinctly declared tlic 
Wnriiihim Rules hud down bv them not to he 

hJ V 

applicable. The error committed in the lie vised 
I/sts was thus described to Govurumontf’ : — 

14. Tho revised lisLs ajjpear ornmeonsly 
to describe this Siirinjani iu the following 
instances —' 

“ the column of ^ Remarks* it U 

stated,—* This Surinjnni was under attachment 
‘by the Pcshwa"s Government, and was restored 
by tho British Government on tho 21 at Sep¬ 
tember 1820’;—tlie fact being that it had 
never existed under the PcsIjwu, and could 
not, therefore, have heen restored, 

“ The date of grant is stated to be the 

21st September J820, but this is tJic date of 
the sccoitd Siimid, cantinuiiig the Siirinjam to 
the second generation ; tlie date of the Suuiid 
making the on^hial grant is the 6th January 


* A|i'[iftiUis n. 


t rarasniili I I 

t1ii2 Tririni < ^niuntlRsinnor 
tJuiptfiiii CoWju-r'a n‘- 
iiurtN Nu. 4rpc\ (jf lilt 
I4t]i St!titi:Diti?r I. 
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* O. 

t Thul In. ^'irsLtitH 

hi'tni'Ctt A, i>. 

* liiivt sim-c 

js'»ii<j4l tiic iiH 

HLtnc'tTDii't in iiiiritjirrMiiti 
t'lj ul' MhULI' jMt]lLll':Ll 
<l(JlJ>Llk‘]l Nu- . ((:itt‘il 

tiu' J if til iK^ciunUr 
ln'?i.>r)' 1-* 

'■* It U eliyirly slinwn 
liy Cnjitarii Cu^vjmt 
timt tllLd ]m Cilkr l() 

wliifi} tliv ISuritijunl 
IIilLoS tire; JLLit jllklhlLI'Ul^li^, 
It i.'f iiiij[; III' t]ic ^rjinl4 

iiiAilu liy IJui- 

kiir^ mill {'uiitiiiiii'i! hy 
{iiir ( (I ivi-niu) L' ii [■ I IIL !^:^0, 
Hiiclu^r iiuiv hiuiiuln, fur 
lifts Hilly* tint rnk 1)t'- 
h;;; IniiL ikm ti ' thni all 
^rmiLit tH l>L' rnntintK'il 
>hnntil lit ifcdci rv'lii- 
uf iL^j uiul III all 
lYi'iifi'i'i oil tins »niiio 
fouLiiiL,^ aa titlii'r {:;r:ii]ti 
of lla: j^iHiu ito^uTiniKiti 

111 ;n lu liy on i'ia‘1 U'-f/ M'o 

rail I lot iL^i'rL'i,' mtli Mth 
VViLiiiusii tliat iiLiiU;f till*! 
riJis tlic fraiiti'i's hIiekiIiI 
rL'ca^ivr |iisii»iiuus ‘ on tlio 
fiiOtltl^ a^ 

i^Eirtujiuii[]ar4'; tin* tfic 
SiirLujEtnnliirH of I tic 
Pcjlnva Jure been 
^>1;u.'cil on a iiuirh more 
mlvinitn^rona IbritlLi^ 
than tlioac ii lioao ^raiity 
wrre' inailc'at jLCMiii|i(u^ 

1 iitU cly rCEvsfit iKTioit by 
‘ g isrsclvcfi*' 'I'litf entry 
jii the Sarinjniii ]i>tsi cf 
tile Jiuldiii;; iitin eiiilLt 
T epnr^ tlionj^li niaihs hy 
inidtakC} may hare i*ec;t- 
Eiuucil liEipcB ju Hie 
niLUil of the liokkr that 
a ]iension of half it e 
^'alue uf hii hohlin^ 
'irtiuhl be roiitiiiuc^l to 
Ilia If on. Uut, nnles! 
irts arc to be |irccluik<t 
from corTvctin}r the 
iiiaity errura n tiicii Jiaie 
Lceii ahoivii to ustiat jui' 
them li^t-s M'C see no 
rcaiEDEi ftir gmntiD^ to 
tJiia fumily wlmt the 
terms oF the Sniunt 
HI 11 at JiBve abtrliii them. 


.W.—In tfic 4tli column of tlic J'cvUihI 
litits the prcfioiit incuriibont jind ibo onginsil 
frranteoarc ebown ns one iind llio aamf! porsnii, 
ulijdi was not the ease, as tin- incumbent, ’when 
tlio icvjsctl liiits were framed, was the stcond 
British grantee*’' 

fin, Ciovcnimciit, on hoiiig rmule aci|uainted 
with tlie facts of this case, ordcivd tlie rusuiiiptioii 
uf tlic Suiinjarn without tlio assignmrnt of any 
pension to aiiotlier generation, making Jiotvevur, 
a chartNiblu life piovisiun lur tlie widows of the 
last incnijibent. 


;i7. The SiiHnjam of Blmgwtint Ihio IFulkniv* 

of the aiinmd t'altm of lUMidy Us. !i,00C), was 

•1^ 



of liohlings coiilinualde for om; geiicUiUmn, but hi 
tliesamc listis It was described as a grant {if a. i>, 
1733, and should, therefore, if entered at all, have 
been entered in the Second Class of boldingfs 
cuntinnablu for two geuoratjoiis. But it ought, 
apparently, never to have been inehidod In the 
lists, being held uiulcr a Siinud expressly deelai' 
ijig it to be a grant from tlic Brinsh Oovcrnmciit, 

3fi. This case has been siibiiilffed bs" Cioveiii- 
TJK^nt for tlie tjonsideratioii and orders of the 
Honorable Court of Direcf[)r?,J: 

33* The Sunnjani (jf S:ikiu\un Cosavce,[| of 
the aiimud value of JFs- 8S1, held by lum on 
account of llie odice he filled In the Ijuu^efiold id' 
the last Beshwa, wha on liis (HukumndB) death 
continued hi a. n. ]!^3I, uuiKt the specjial orders 
of Covernnicnt, to Lis stm Bapoo, in virtue of bis 
having been placed by the ex-Peshwa in the 
ofiicD of his late fhtlicr, 71jis SurLtijaiii was 
improperly described in tfie Hovised Lists ns 
having been continued to the sou, Bapoo, by 
mistake/' and njion tins information the Honor- 

i; AjipcailU r* 
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able Court alloTred Bapon to bold it during' Ida 
liftjlimo, as i\ sjjrcial case* 

40* Tins iSurinjam iiaviiig meanwliile lapsed, 
the reetificfitioii of tlie oiToneoiis entry in the 
lists was all that could be sugf^cstud to Govcni- 
inent, whose oi'dui'S on tlic subject Lave not yet 
been mieived** 

41. 'i'he Suiirijaiii of Krisliti Rao Ram 
I’uoniiulliTiTctvi of the annual value of Rs. 2^100, 
was entered in the Reviijed Lists as a grant made 
bc‘foie A, iJ. ITotj and, therefore, licroditary ; but 
live-sixths of the holding tnriKjd out to have been 
granted long after A* J). 17ol, and to be coiiti- 
nliable, coiiseijiienllv, for two generations only* 
42* 1 jovoninicnlhave ordered the rectificatiun 

of Ibis crror.| 

4*L. A Hiirinj;nn, of the annual value of 
Rs. Ci^i74f which Inid been lield by the Nuwab of 
Raiiday, was entoixd in the Revised Lists as 
Juivitig bo(m ninler attaebment siiiec a, n* 
and wiis reconnnended for continuance to a col¬ 


lateral Ijeir. 


Tills liie Court of Directors declined 


to sanctiim, ami the *Stii'injsnn was linally resumed; 
but it lias since been discovered that tin: proceeds 
of iIjc lioldiiig for twenty years during* wbieh it 
was under attachment were, instead of being 
paid inlo the tiovernmciit treasury, made away 
wilh through what at jiresciit appeans gross fraiul 
cm the ))art of some of tlie e^;Ud>[is[imeijt of the 
Poona Adawiut. 


44. J'Jo ovdm in this case have us yet been 
issued by Ooverntnenl.^ 

45. Tlic Siirinjams of Blicwra Race and Buga 
Bacu fJolkar^T 'verc ozitcrcd iti the Revised Liists as 
a bolding of the aimnal value of upwards of 
Rs, 1,300. Tlic following extract from the re¬ 
port submitted to Government explains the 
erroneous nature of the foregoing entry. 


Appendix 5. 


tlmt tli^ tvcTfi nnt en- 
titM Ui. Uiiifiirc pen- 
Biflna fHn l>u to 

]}enHJTis msituated, a[n> 
rial grrtiini^a itiLihE 
tjEitiwu fur ciK'h ];rant. 

* Oovfj-mriqfiit Imc-e 
nutitied (JUl JUay 
that llic ^iirui- 
jiiia haviiif! hftu ft'sMin- 
fd ill L^ntliin^ 

fi[]'thcr 1*1 rnlliid lur^ 
tlifUE^'li t]ie errnra cuni- 
ihiEtti:d liy the 
fur fSirdary ii'nru, Gd’ 
Vtrniiicitt liavu 
bruu^lit tu the initit^e 
uf tiiu TEdnuinlilc L[ic 
fJuiirl ^if l)ii\.'ctnrN un- 
d LIT {late t[ic ^jCth Du- 
CCiKihor IKo I. 

f Appc^hdlx Q. 

iltc I lipiiL^vaUb Guurt 
hiivir ali!iurvi-d, iti 
]ft!iiraj^3'ait]| 4 (liidiiw 
irmiisiri'ihril) of tln^ir 
pciUildid Jt'SpatcIi 

ilatuil the ll^tli 
Jlan li ISofi 3— 

“Tlic cii'E-mnfitaucpei 
of lliLN hulili[i}r iirtj very 
ch-Eprly Kut Jhrtli by 
Li('i)E.r]iaiit C, J. (Jrif- 
titlu tliEE AsEifizitaEitlnaTU 
C'oiunimioiicrh ^J'liu 
sratviticutd reliithi^ to 
it Ell the rdviiwCil iiitta 
arc iiiairnirHtc. n 

part of tEic liohliEig hi!- 
ITI]' itiuorrccLly ilciiOrib- 
ciiiiL tEie iliitu vE'hiclj 
coTTi'i^ly hcloii^fHl OllW 
to the aiiialhir part i>f 
it hulu^ a}|!iE^in^d to tlir 
hIloIc. TlgiEiisthciEinru 
n';iaarkahlc^ as Mr. 
LruTivrE, in hin tvply to 
a call for cxplniiationr 
ftnati-tl the dates cin> 
rpctly. am\ tlic incdn- 
Bistency bctivcun them 
aaiL tlic conclusion 
ilraivn frain, tlicm ca- 
cappd thu notlci of 
your Goveinmenti’^’ 

]{ Appendix TL. 

$ Government have, 
unilcr date tlic ±Mltli 
March cIcclarE^a 

till! BUtemeut regarding 



tlji« nn tlic* 

ItidiM <JoTniuifision<^r'a 
3ri!|ujrt tlicy (k’siri'ti tlifl 
fur SinlArK In 
£]L}iTnit, fjo Ik: wiat 

nijKHtisrueturVt” ^ havu 
i'\pri'S8tHl ftii ir iliTulL-iL 
Ujiiuiun t]i:Ltn rrtliltiTy 
luis Ik'i’ti rriii]iiiiiri‘ijj 
fljnt forcifnTtt llic-iu 
JKY)4x:i!4l] llpt Ai> t^tL'L!lrSbl- 
jii'riri; tiu n nii'tujt- 

plirrlHun of tiillllrt/'— 
xind tiavn faIIriI I'ut sjip- 
i-itlf jthfunmttiuu 
13 ttit: ]jaTtiu;a iuopli* 
riit^^cL 

* PaTapmjiU 17 of 
tlic' IiiiLin (luLtniiisiiirMicr 
1 !fi pi jli II t^uAV |htN K-tk'f 
Nu. Til)I, ihitt'il till' i!7tk 
of Sfjituiiitjtr 


“ 17**^ TJie rflvisofi li^ts seem to liave been 
defective in tlie following iti^tnnce.^ :— 

“ —^These entries oiigljt not to have bceu 

irtEido at nil, aa tlicre were not, and are not any 
sudi Suritijams in existence ; llie Suiinjams 
were resumed muriy years provioiisly, and that 
whidi the lists describe as two Sin'injarns con¬ 
sists, ill reality, of four jwnsions ^^raiited ontlio 
la|>se of the Snrinjmna, 

“ ilnd.—ln caeft case the liolding is slnnvn 
in the revised lists to consist of two villoi^es, 
Yelloe and Moongee ; wliercus hi each case the 
value assigned ought to have been tliat of oiie- 
Jjalf of the Jag'betT Uinul only of tlio two 
villages. 

“ In the column nf ‘ Remarks’ it is 

statodj—* By an order of Ml'. Commi^isfoncL' 
Cl Ea[ilin dated 2iid Febnmry 19i!!, the Suvm- 
jam was sanctioned in the urines of the two 
hidiLH'; whereas it has been shown tliat Mr. 
CJui]iIiids Older coiitilined the Jnghcer LJinul 
of both villages to one person, Baj>oojce IJol- 
har, and that the pensions granted to the two 
ladies in each ciisic wore not gnmted until after 
the resuinptioQ of the Jogheer Utnnl of the 
two villages, and were then granted, not by 
Mr. Chajiiiids order of but by the orders 

of the ISoMibay Govmiiricnt of 1827 jmd 

** 4iA*—In the same column it is stated,— 

‘ Tlie date of original j^’rant is taken from a 
Rnimd ill popsession of this Sunnjamdar, 
bearing date Suba Teesatn, a. i>. 17.9C, whieli 
confers tins 3urinjaTn/ Rut among the 
Murathec records received from the Agent 
there is not a single doenment lo show that the 
statements of the persons wlio enjoy these pen* 
sions wore ever called for and taken, and no 
trace of any Sunud, or copy of n Sunud can 
bo anywhere discovered. 
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“ —Tlic entry No, 25 in the rovisctl 

lists ilcsei'ibcs Biinnajce Holknr ns the on^mnl 
^rrantee nnJ incumbent, nt the i ntrodiictl oil oF 
the British Government, of the Suriiijam ; but 
no Siirinjain whatever wns continued to ]3imna- 
jicc Holknr by Mr, CJiaplin'a order, Bapoojee 
Holknr was the person entered in Mr. Clmpliu’a 
statement aa the original grantee of both the 
Jagheer Umuls, and as the person to whom, as 
the holder at the introduction of the Britinh 
Government, bot!i the Umula were to be 
continued/' 

4(i. (jovernnieiit, on being made acquainted 
witli tlie real facts of this case,* directed the 
expimction of the entry fj'oiii the Revised Lists, 
allowing, however, the stipends to be continued 
during the lives of the then iiicumbcnts, 

47, A Siirinjnm, of the annual value of Ru¬ 
pees 5,?i2l, held by Suojec Rao Ninibalkiir,'|’ was 
entered in the Revised Lists as a grant made before 
A* n- 1751, and as continuablc, tliei“ofore, on 
hereditary tenure. It turned out, however, 
always to have been a military, and never a per¬ 
sonal Surinjam; and on this fact being clearly 
established by the In am Commissioner, tlm fol¬ 
lowing orders were issued by the Honorable 
Court of Directors;]::— 

30, The estate of Slicrusnce (not an 
entire village, as we bad been led to suppose, 
but certain Utnuls only) was a military, and 
not a personal Surinjam ; and the rule, con¬ 
tinuing on hereditary tenure certain estates 
held pnor to 1751, does not a[>ply to military 
Surinjams, 

31, We arc of opinion with Mr, LcOcyt, 
the Agent for Sirdars, that the Surinjam pro¬ 
perly lapsed on the death of the grantee, 
Saojec Rao, but that a pension equal to half 
the net proceeds may be granted to Mankojee 


* TIh! Ccnirt of Dirotf- 
tQYH have rip 
niUilc ^itli 

thrive fuct», rihacrvcrl 
ill jintn^mph IS (U'lovr 
tranfinrihca) of tlirir pii- 
litif^l No. "J7, 

lUteit the 13th DLcqiii- 
bcT 

The Btntqpiciht 

111 the ^e^viscr .1 huta re* 
■jK^ting thene huhliiij'B 
is sJioiru to Ihj 
ly tuicl ciirelejutly 
rcct, Slid |jrpv^ul tvitli 
hi>iv little eiire nnd ciir- 
i^:tiii]K|k[letEuii Mesisrs, 

WardcTi niirl llrouri 
pcrfiurtiied the jmiiort- 
jint duty of ])re]Mirinj^ 
these Jista. Uut the 
orderit in the ilevcPiiti 
l>cpfti‘tincnt ilftteJ tlio 
iintii of Octubet 

peiii^ionii to 
the M'irluTT and mother 
of Diiuimjc^e Jlulknr, 
miKht huve hecp mom 
explicit. The woirtli 
iverc*—‘ Tile fiovcrnor 
in ConneiJ ia ]> 1 cABed to 
tlie vnlue uF uae- 
fourtli to the ^ife^ $ anil 
the CollcHurof Ahnicil'' 

nuf;piirj w1]» 4CiL^m4 not 
to Imve underatoocl 
that n inonoy ]^rant nns 
inteiirleili lea tlielmiiea 
iti possesBiop of the 
tlmuUtflc]f( reduced, we 
]io|hi.v to one-half, om 
clirei-ted), whleh, in tli^ 
ca^e of one of the tivo 
vlIIo^b^ ^lonugcCj they 
poises*. The 
other village, Yellce, 
having been lesumerl in 
18,'tfji, a money oquiva^ 
lent is pid io the liuliM 
for their ihnrc in its 

f AppeiiJJx T* 

^ Pi;rA|^p!iB30 nnd 
■U of political ilcapotch 
No. dated the IGUi 
Autfutt 
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• Parftpirflplis '2 tci I 
of Swri,-tnry'rt 

1 ' Ctrr No. 

tilt Urilli Jitly IH5J. 

t IVJhjsil' iii?trLirtirtiiJt 
liftVI' wei'i^cd 

J;i to X 

{^iL'Iu^v tliiTtvc'rL]ici:l) uf 
tlitir polktirii! ilrri]int(’li 
N(j. ly. I hud tha lytii 
JdiD'eli lH5f> : — 

‘‘‘ A puMMion of 

lU. 7-^1 Anoiiin, 

io liFilf the 
iii't yi'oct’eilNorUii: \ii\yn- 
p(l Snvlnjiiiii of 1 be lute 
SAOjuv 1610 NLllitllllkllLV 
lukil bi'pn to hL !4 

lli-]iltriv Mioiknjpp, on 
llio ^rouoij of JiaV' 

bppn Ailcii]:kttil liy tltn 
iluL'caKil ns his iKitli ivUli 
tlip Raoptiuo uf the 
FusInvnH U I ms nnw 
hrcin cIpEU'ly hIio^vh by 
(^iijitnin CoH'|ter tlmt 
the I'viileiiPK* by whioh 
tIkP iiilo|>rion, tiuil the 
roll firm fttioii <if it hy 
tlte Ih'ahnnH ivenj 
iMm'il to Imve lh:vti 
patnlil Lathed I u a* f:dse 
fiLiii fraiulokTitf Of 1^11 
the iiistuiirds lihich 
hftvc ypt coioc licforo 
Tjs of Mr, Jlmown’ft 
li^iice niiA juRUPortiry, 
hm hivestj^fttiuii of tliia 
eosL! is tht^ ohoat diHqre- 
dltable- lie is shovrtt 
to liave umittul to take 
eriilcncCp—(be moat ol>- 
viema ujicL the nie-'it 
easily accesHihlp^—to 
Itnvc in ono instance 
kdjkt linrk from {i{ivcrii- 
ment u clornmeiituhkh 
nould lift VC illruotcd 
their Rttenticm to such, 
evidciiee, anil to Imve 
i]ii^tjiti;il l lic tcatinio 'y 
of the >Tltiiefts vvlituie 
etftttmcnt wfta the only 
|in>of of the aiUheiitin. 
city of the princijKiil d<^- 
eument id the cftse, re- 
preserLtin;^ him to have 
ftaiU that the term in a* 
tion of that docuTuent 

to the befit of hia he* 
lief, in the handvinting' 
of Smiftihcw Mnnktiilt- 
wm, the PeihiTR*! Hi* 


(wliu was rocoguistid as Im adoplod soti by 
the Pcsliwa^s Government) frotji the date of 
resumption,” 

4S. Consef|UCtit on tlic foregoing [nsintctiaris, 
onltTfi liad been issued for tlie paytoent of tlio 
pension wliicb amounted to Rs, 70-1 ptT annitiii, 
and of arrears amounting to upwaitia of Ji;!* 7,000, 
when the Itiam Ctnnmissioncr fortnusitcly dis- 
coveml the whole story of the aliegetl adoption, 
cjaid to Ijavc been f^aiietioucd by tbe Fesliwa, to 
be a fabrication supported by forgery, perjury, 
and fraud of the grossest description, 

4!). Governnicut, on being made acquainted 
witli these facts, issued the following oi^lcrs* :— 
2, hi rcjdy, lam tlcsired to observe tliat 
in the opltiion of Government you have jiro- 
duced the must dear mid convincing proofs 
that the adoption of Mankojee llao by the 
late Saujee Kao Nimbalkur never received tbe 
saneLion of the Pesliwa, and tluit, therefore, ho 
possesses no right to the pension which, under 
tlie supposition tliat liis a<luption had been 
formally recognised by that prince, has latdy 
been graateJ to him by the Honorable the 
Court of Directors. 

** 3* The Right Honorable the Governor 
in Council l«is, accordingly, resolved tliat the 
payment of this pension, whidi wa^ stopjied 
under date tbe 7th May lust, shall contiuiic 
in abeyance, pending a reference to tbe Honor- 
able tbe Court of Directors, to whom it will 
be suggested that, under the information now 
fumishod by you, thdr orders for the grant of 
this stipend be recalled. 

4. A recommendation will at tlic same 
time be submitted to the Honorable Courtf that 
the name of Mankojee Rao be expunged from 
the list of Sirdars, the gross fraud which he has 
practised upon Oovernmeut in this case prov- 
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ing Ikim to be utterly unworthy to be continued 
to be enrolled amongst the privileged persons 
of the Deccan and Southern Miiratha Country/’ 
50* At a later period, furtZier and still more 
conclusive evidence in this case was obtuinedf 
proving the whole transaction to have been the 
result of deliberate and wholesale conspiracy, 
originating, apjjarently, witli the Cliief of 
Mood hole, in whose possession were discovered 
TcgistricB of letters to hia Poona bankers, placing 
large sums of money at the disposal of the agents 
of the Nimbaikur family, for purposes of corrup¬ 
tion* 

5]. Govemmeut, on receiving this further 
information, resolved under date the 15t3i of 
September 1B55,— 

“ That Mankojee Rao Nimbaikur, by his 
disgraceful conduct on this occasion, ha>» 
proved himself unworthy any longer to be 
retained amongst tlic privileged clos^ies ; nnd 
that, in anticipation of the Honorable the 
Court of Directors sanctioning tlic recommen¬ 
dation which, in couformity with the recent 
I'csolutzon of Government, is about to be made 
to tliat authority for the erasure of his name 
from the Sirdar lists, orders be at once issued 
for his being suspended from the privileged 
classes, pending the Court’s instructions* By 
this means this unworthy individual will be 
deprived of the usual Dussera dress and other 
honouTfl which otherwise he would, as a Sir¬ 
dar, receive at the approaching DuBseru festival 
on the 20th proximo^ 

The late Chief of Moodhole, who appears to 
have been a principal in this attempted fraud, 
having intermediately died, it is unnecessary 
to take any notice of his misconduct" 

52* The investigation which took place re- 
d* 


niaber’ i wKch in the 
trauslitinn of hli itew* 
kicioQ, hirtiiflbefl by Mr, 
itnmn he it 

only iDtde to ny thAC 
the wpitinf * appenrf 
Jiilce Htiflwicir Mui' 
Vifitinj;! but 
1 r^ODt state to Ji r«r- 
tiouty tbut it » Jiu/ 
Ceptniq has 

cltfurly prKivci] that the 
c 1 ti 4 ‘uitient cannot have 
been vritten by Smlai 
altyw HfioikjOHUtviir or 
hv Jiis onten»> ami all the 
riTtum^Aticei ei>nhiisct- 
ciL Tn\t\i tliu cuu show 
it to 1)0 fi forpery . Nor 
Tin Mr. WardtnV con¬ 
duct much lesa fluclE?)is: 
for in he i\:nre- 

that Kimjec hatl 
fio HOiL ikiid ill L 844 ho 
ontcrc^l I^tunkfijco in the 
luts as t^Aujee'a atm, 

7 - We Buthorise 
YOUp S3 you ]]rO|Hlsc, to 
ctincul the Kmnt of the 
jicusiuti (of )vhicht for- 
tijuRtclj, no fioymcnts 
lisril be^n Tnntlc}, and to 
strike out the uhiqc of 
Mhiikojou fmiu tlic li«t 
of the ]iriyjlcgDd Sir- 

ilitrs. 

“ Stihsequcntin- 
formntionp crnn^nitnioRt- 
cil to Cs|itnin Cfjfrper 
1 iy tho l^oJitHTu] A^'ent 
jo the Sciiithcrit Mu- 
ratlin C^oiiutrj from the 
Moodhole accountip 
allows that Che Into 
CliJef of AroadlioLcp 
who ^vn3 of die Nim- 
bntkur fsmiJyi clisbura- 
cd B sum of nearly 
lla. 0,000 throti^h a 
bimkcr at Foona, to 
olitiiiiithc irecognidoaof 
Matikojee ta Biicccwur 
to lino Nimbal- 

kur* In frhsA tvsy tliia 
money wu cipended 
(Iocs not appear, but 
it is to he fesreJ that a 
put of it reached amn* 
servant ^ or semaU ot 
the llHtiah Govern¬ 
ment, We entirely con¬ 
cur in the ivinmenda- 
tioii you have bestowed 
on CapUiu Cowper for 
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rhunilcr NiTnlmlkLii^Ei 
li^ving r&wrtril tn etu- 
■loa ntiil fj^lsehoud for 
the purpui^e of AvniiUng 
inquiry bj the Inain 
C oniiDiABipii, 

i Appeoili^i 


Append W- 


garding the Surinjam of Saojee Rao NimbalkuT* 
disclosed the fact of another fraud having, 
apparently^ been perpetrated by another member 
of the same family, vs ho obtained the continuance 
□f a Surinjam of the annual value of Ra. 582, by 
falsely representing himself to be tlie son of the 
last incambetit, which he was not. 

Oovernmont have ordered the attachment 
of this Surinjamt pending the Inam Commis- 
sioner^s final report, which is under preparation. 

54. Mahomed Abdool Kudur held a Surin¬ 
jam, of the estimated annual value of upwards 
of Rs. 8,500, j: which lapsed at his death ; a pen¬ 
sion equal to half the net proceeds being con¬ 
tinued to his song, from whom, however, accord¬ 
ing to die Revised Lists, a sum of Rs. 5,806 
■was to be recovered on account of a village 
described as having been enjoyed by the fiither 
without any right, hut which, on inquiry by 
the Inam Commissioner, turned out to have been 
granted by the Deccan Commissioner under 
written authority from the Governor, Mr, Elphin- 
stone, and the Commissioner's order to the Collec¬ 
tor of Ahmedmiggur, directing the village to be 
made over to the grantee, was found duly re¬ 
corded in the Ahmednnggur Collector's Office. 

55. Government, on being made acquainted 
with the erroneous nature of tlie entry in tho 
Revised Lists, at once directed the payment of 
the large sum withheld on account of the afore¬ 
said village. 

56. Balltrishn Gungadhur Kanuray held a 
Surinjam of the annual value of Rs. 867,|| which, 
having been granted by the last Peshwa, Bajee 
Rao, lapsed at Balktisbn's death, his son, Narayen 
Rao, becoming entitled to a pension of half the 
net proceeds. In the Reviged Lists, however, the 
son was shown as entitled to a penaion of not 
merely the half of the lapsed Surinjam, but of 
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lialf, also, of the pension which had been enjoyed 
by hia deceased father, and whicli ought never 
to have been entered in the Eevised Lists at all* 

57. The Jnam Commissioner, in reporting 
this case to Government, submitted for thdr 
consideration certain facta connected with the 
non-payment of the sum justly due to the son, 
Narayen Rao, and, after his death, to his legal 
representative; such non-payment ap]>earing to 
be closely connected with, if it did not onginate 
in the failure, on the part of persona connected 
with the Agent's establislimerit, to extort a very 
large sum of money from the person to wliom the 
pension had been granted by the Honorable 
Court of Directors* 

58. Govornment, on receiving the Inam Corn- 
miasioner's report, directed the arrears of the 
pension granted on the lapse of tlie Surinjam to 
be paid to the son Narayen Rao'a legal represen¬ 
tative, and ordered the Agent for Sirdars to 
hi quire and report* fully on the subject of the 
apparent attempt at extortion. 

59. The Nigray family held in Surinjam a 
village in the Ahmednuggur Collcctoratc, of the 
annual value of a little more than Rs. 1,000.^ 
It had been granted long after a* d* 1751, but 
had, nevertlieless, being recommended for here-' 
ditary continuance by tbe Agent for Sirdars^ 
Mr* Warden, on the grounds of the peculiarity 
of the origin of the grant, and tlic manner in 
whicli it had come to be held rendering it almost 
irapossible to carry the Rules tlirough so many 
ramifications. 

60. The Honorable Court of Directors, how¬ 
ever, negatived the foregoing proposition, and 
observed,— 

These are not sufficient reasons for per¬ 
petuating 'a tenure which, from its minute 
sub*division, is probably oppressive to the 


* Since ftvliniittcdr 
imil pruncHincGd by Gu- 
vernmeut *■ iiat satis- 
faetory.'^ 
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Ryots, aijJ of little valBe to most of the 
possessors/* 

tJJ. The case was eventually serutmiBed by 
the Inam Commissioner, when, out of the eight 
f^hiircs into which the holding was divided, three 
were found improperly entered in the Revised 
Li sts, and there appeared every reason for be- 
lievriig fraud to have been committed, udcict 
cireiimstuiices described to Government in the 
following terms* :— 

** 27. I should have recommendod the 
stoppage altogether of the seventh share, did 
not the claimants appear to be very little to 
blame in the matter. In this, as in cvery^ 
thing else connected w'ith the previous inqui¬ 
ries regarding this case, the principals have 
never come forward, nor have they until now 
over been desired to do so, everything having 
been done through a Brahmin agent, the 
truth of whose assertions seems to have been 
tukeu for granted, although they were made 
imdcr circumstances peculiarly suggestive of 
the necessity of most careful scrutiny ; for hav¬ 
ing once oscertained tliat the holding had been 
Tcconjrnended by the Agent for Sirdars for 
lun'cditary continuance, on the score of the 
difficulty of tracing its history, the interest of 
the agent of the claimants in increasing that 
djihctdty became as direct as obvious. 

28. But I am unwilling to recommend 
the adoption of severe measures towards the 
claimants themselves, as they seem to have been 
the mere tools of the agent, Vittul Chintamun, 
and to have been victimised by him to an extent 
scarcely credible. Their case has long been a 
bye-word in Poona^ where Vittul Chintamun 
has always been understood to have received, 
for his own t«e, every farthing of the large 
arrears, amoiiDting to Rb< 12,267-7-7, the pay- 
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meat of wliich, on account of both of the vil¬ 
lager comprising the Surinjani} war authorised 
under the sanction accorded by the Honorable 
Court of Directotr to the revised Surinjam lists^ 

I heard of this long agOi but could scarcely 
credit it, though 1 felt no dilhculty in believ¬ 
ing that advantage hud been taken of the igno¬ 
rance of the claimants, who are uneducated 
Muratbas, unable, for the most part, even to 
write tlidr names. There is, however, every 
reason for believing such to have been the case, 
as an agreement,* which is still in existence, • "Sb™ tiii* pim- 
and lias boen produced before rae, was on tlie 
9th January 1849 rcijularly executed on fiiw tfflcti citM miskiti 

1 1 1 ' 1 in, ur Htukn from, tno 

stamped paper, and by this document the mem- iimm Commit!.junqr^ii 
hers of the Nigray family bound themselves 
to pay Vittnl Chiutamun the whole of the 
arrears then due,—that is to say, arrears for up¬ 
wards of nine years, amounting to more than 
Hs. 9,000, and, besides this, to grant him land 
in their village of the annual value of Rs. 75* 

O 

29* I do not know wliether such an 
agreement as this one would be upheld in a 
civil court, though, from wliat the Agent for 
Sirdars, Mr, I^rt'Geyt, informed Government in 
paragraph 3 of his letter No, 429, of the 12th 
August last, I suppose that it would be consi¬ 
dered a legally binding document* Govern¬ 
ment^ in tljc case to which I have just referred, 
iutimuted tliat tlie legality of the deseriptiou 
of bonds alluded to by Mr, LeGeyt was under 
consideration, but no further orders have been 
received. It must doubtless be difficult, but 
should it be possible effectually to discourage 
bargains of this nature, to do so would go 
very far toward^ disabusing the ignorant and 
most numerous classes of the community of a 
prevalent belief not more erroneous than pre¬ 
judicial to good govern meat,'* 
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62. The orders of Government in this case 
have not yet been received.* 

63, I have now to describe the result of the 
Scrutiny of the Revised Lists of Pensions granted 
in commutation for Sorinjanis resiimcd by the 
British Government, the Rules laid down for tho 
continuance of which, bv the Honorable Court of 

V 

Directors, accorded in principle with those direct¬ 
ed to be applied to the existing Suriojams,—that 
is to say, the pensions were to be continued just 
as long as, under the aforesaid Rules, tlie Surin- 
jams, had tliey not been commuted into pensions, 
would have been, 

<34, Shortly after the conquest of the Pec- 
can, several districts, which liad belonged Co the 
Peshwa, were ceded by tlic British Government 
to the Niaamj'f" with whom it then rested to con¬ 
tinue or not, at his pleasure, Surinjams 'to a 
large amount which had been held in tliosc 
districts prior to tlie cession. Generally speak¬ 
ing, they were not continued, and a long discus¬ 
sion ensued as to whether compensation for them 
should be granted, and if so, whether the expense 
sliould be borne by the British or by the Nizam's 
Government, 

BO. The manner in which these claims were 
finally disposed of was clearly deteribed by the 
Inam Commissioner in the following terms]::— 

" 3. The records of Government sliow that 
the whole of tliese Jagheers (whicli were 
generally spoken of as Chouth Jagheers) were 
valued at five lakhs of rupees, but after a very 
full and protracted discussion, which lasted 
from A. n, 1823 until l@2t3, and in which 
the right of the dispossessed Jagheerdars to 
compensation was discussed by the Supreme 
Government and that of Bombay, as well ashy 
Mr, Chaplin and Sir Charles Metcalfe, the 
Government of India recorded as then* opinion, 
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tlmt no obligation attuched dther to the Nrzam 
or to the Honorable Coiopaiiy to provide for 
the Chouth Jagheerdais, who had * suffered by 
the events of the war in common with their 
late BOvcreign, Bajee Rao.^ 

4* The Govenimcnt of Bombay was left 
to form a final opinion on this point, and they 
did so by sanctioning a proposal by Mr. 

Chaplin, that a ceriain Jew of the dispossessed 
Jagheerdars should be pensioned *Jhr life/ ” 

66. Tlie Honorable Court of Directors, for 
whose orders the question as to wliether these • 
pensions had been properly entered in the Revis¬ 
ed Lists as hereditary ones was referred, issued 

the following instructions*^;— 

“In our letter of the 12th of April 1842, * EKt™cefnom 

referred to by Captain Cow per, the only pen- SeJfotfKNu^srdl'Sl 
sions of which we s[K>ke were those granted in 
commutation of ‘ Jagheer land/ situated in ter¬ 
ritories ceded to a Native prince. We never 
intended to apply the same rule to those grant¬ 
ed in commutation for payments from the 
Chouth, and, if we rightly understand Mr. Hart, 
he recognises the same distinction. We desire, 
thcreforcj that it be kept in view in revising 
the lists/' 

67. The pensions affected by the foregoing 
instructions, and which had becTi entered in tlie 
Revised Lists as hereditary ones, witliout a single 
word of reference to or explanation regarding 
the past proceedings on record, amounted to up¬ 
wards of Rs* 23,000 per annum, 

68. A pension of Rs. 320 per annum was 
entered in the Revised Lists in the name of 
Manuckjee wulud Baliadoorf who had never, it t Appeodbt 
turned out on inquiry, been heard of during the 

preceding thirty years, and whose name had 
never been entered in any of the previous pen' 

Sion lists. 
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69. Government in this case decided on pro- 
filbiting' any further payment, vrithout a certifi¬ 
cate from tlie Agent for Sirdars of Manuckjee 
wulud Bahadoor being really alive. 

70. Up to tills dale no such certificate has 
been, nor is it likely that one ever will be fur- 
nisbed, as Manuckjee died, in alt probability, 
before the introduction of British rule. 

7L Arrears amotmting to Bs* G,500, together 
with a life pension of 1^. 400 per annum, would, 
had no scrutiny of the He vised Lists taken place, 
have been paid to the sous of Yesliwunt Rao 
Babur,* on the strength of an entry in the Ke- 
vised Lists, the crroncouB nature of which was 
described by Government in the following 
termsf:— 

** 2, 1 am also desired to forward a prt^etJi 

of the past proceedings of Government on this 
suhjeeC* and to state that it is clear, from the 
facts mentioned by Captain Cow per in the 2iid 
and following paragraphs of lus letter, that tlie 
8iiriiijam, in commutation of which the pen- 
aion of lls, 800 was assigned by Mr* Elphin- 
gtone in 1810, in the name of Jaitojec, (hot 
apparently to bis son Yeshwunt Kao,) wus 
gmntod by the Peshwa as a military and not 
as a personal Surinjam, and tbts fact probably 
induced Mr, Elphinstone to affix a life-tenure 
to the pension^. 

“ 3. If, however, this point were to be 
waived in favour of the family, Mr, Brown 
still evidently committed an error in entering 
in his lists of 1851 the two younger sons of 
Yesliwunt Rao as entitled to a moiety of their 
deceased father's peneion,^; since their elder 
brother, Krishna Kao, who died in 1849, 
could alone possess any claim to succeed to 
that pension* 

*‘4, If, therefore, by a liberal iuterpreta- 
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the villa^q m commiitation of irbich this 
pension was assigned were to be considered in 
tlie light of a * personal/ nnd not of a ^ military 
Surinjatn/ this grant, in consequence of its 
having been conferred m the time of the last 
Peshwa, would bo reaumable on the death of 
the drat British grantee, a stipend equal to a 
moiety of tlie resumed i>en8ion being continued 
fur life to his son. 

5. If, therefore, Yesliwunt Rao be consi¬ 
dered the first British grantee, his eldest son, 

Krishna Rao, would have been entitled, from 
tbo lit March 1830 to tlic period of hb death 
in 1849, to an annual pension of Ets, 400, from 
which should bo deducted tlic anmia! allowance 
of Hs, 200 which was paid to his fatlier'E widow 
fioni March 1830 to November 1840, and from 
Krifihim Raob death in 1S49 the grant would 
be entirely resumable. If, on the other hand, 
the grant be regarded as a mUitarif iSurtnjam, 

Krishna Rao, on the doatii in 1B30 of hb 
father, Yeshwuiit Rao, woidd not have been en¬ 
titled to any allowance. 

Ch The names of Toolcaram and Buhecr- 
jee Babur, the two younger sons of Yeshwunt 
ilao, having been improperly entered in Mr, 

Brown's lists, His Lordship in Council directs 
that they be fortliwith expunged therefrom. 

7. Before finally deciding whether the 
late Krishna Rao sliall be considered to have 
been entitled to any allowance for the [leriod 
iutervenitjg between his fatlicr*s and his own 
death, 1 am desired to request that you will 
report whether he has left a widow .or children, 
and if so, whether or not they are in destitutii 
circumstances.” 

72. The orders of the Honorable Court, con- 1 

firmiDg those of the Bombay Covernmeut in this .^5, ur Uit 'Tinij 
case, are below trunscribed,* OctPijeri!<.t.i. 
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“ 15. In case 13 (on which you have not- 
iinally decided) Yeshwuut Rao Babur would 
he considered the first British grantee, and 
Krishna Rao Ins representotive in the next 
generation ; but in our opinion it is not neces¬ 
sary to go into that question. As Captain 
Cowper observes, the Jaglieer was a military 
and not a personal Suriajam, and Mr. Elphiu- 
stone was opposed to the continuance of military 
Siirinjams. This case waSj however, inserted 
in his list, probably, as suggested in the Otli 
paragraph of Captain Cowper's report, because 
Mr. Elphinstonc considered it politic and 
humane to make some present provision for 
the Surinjamdar. 

** 16. Hifl intentions being limited to that 
object, he recommended tliat t]ic allowance 
proposed by him should be only for iife; 
theretbre, it properly ceased on the death of 
Yeshwunt Rao/* 

73. Half of a pen^jion of Rs, 1,500, together 
with arrears amounting to Rs. 3,652, was entered 
in the Revised Lists as payable to Vjslinoo Unree 
Oke,* on account of a Surtnjam therein described 
as resumed by the Britisli Government, but 
which, on inquiry, turned out to have been 
resumed by the Peahwa before tlic introduction of 
British rule, and to have been so described in 
express terms in Mr. El ph in stone's Lists. 

74. Government, on learning the real facts of 
this case, ordered the grant to be forthwith 
expunged from the lists. 

75. A life-pension of Rs. 4,000 per annum 
was granted by Mr. Elphinstonc to the disciples 
of Munohurgeer,f without any allusion whatever, 
in the recorded reasons for making the grant, to 
its being in lieu of a personal Surinjam ; whereas, 
in other eases in which pensions were granted in 
commutation for personal Surinjams resumed by 
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tli^ British GoTerament^ the Fact was distinctly 
recorded Uy Mr Elphinstone, 

76, Half of the foregoing' pension would, 
according to the Revised Lists, have been con¬ 
tinued to a second generation, had not the Inam 
Oommissfoner^G scrutiny placed beyond a doubt 
the fact of the Stir injam, described in the Revised 
Lists as one resumed by the British Government, 
not having been held at all at the introduction 
of British rule, 

77* Government, on this in formation, declined 
to sanction the continuance of half the pension 
to a second generation, 

78* An hereditary pension of Rs, 2,500 would 
liave been continued to Boobajee Powar'a son,* 
to whom arrears amounting to nearly Ra* 17,000 
would also have been paid, had not the Inani 
Commissioner's scrutiny proved the Surinjam, 
which, according to the Revised Lists, had been 
resumed by the British Government, not to have 
been held at all at the close of the Peshwa’s rule, 
and to have been so described in the clearest and 
most distinct terms by Mr. Elphinstone* 

79, The Inam Coriimiasioner's report on this 
case elicited an order from Government declaring 
the pension to have lapsed at tlie death of Boo- 
bajee Powar, to whom Mr, Elphinstone had 
expressly granted it as a charitable allowance, 

** l^cnusc, though a person of great rank, lie 
appears to have no claim to any Jagheer,” 

SO* Tlie orders of the Honorable Court in thii^ 
case are below tran&cribedt-— 

** 13* The reference of Mr, Brown's list of 
pensions in comtnutation of Surinjams to the 
liiam Commissioner has led to the expunging 
of No* 17 from the list* Captain Cowper's 
report conclusively shows that the original 
grantee of this pension Jield no Surinjam at 
the breaking out of the war, and was not con* 
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fiidorefl by Mr. Elphinstone to bave a claim to 
tiny Ja^beer. The pension was granted to liiin 
on other grounds, and only for life. It was, 
hovvevor, continued nndiminbhed to Lh son 
Boobujec, who died in 1845* MacJhow Rao, 
the son of Boobajee, has dearly no valid claim 
to llic Continuance of any part of it. For¬ 
tunately, tlio recommendation of Mr. Brown hi 
Ilia favour had not been carried into effect/* 

81. According to the Revised Lists, arrears 
amounting to nearly Rs. 4,300, and a life-jDcnsion 
of upwards of Ra. 500, were to have been paid to 
Raglio JVIulhaFs son, Bapoojee Ragoonath,* on 
aecoun t of a Suriiijam described ns one Tcsnmed by 
the Britidi Government, but proved by the Inam 
Commissi 01 jer*s inqiiiry to have been resumed by 
the Peshwa several monthi? before the introdiictton 
of tJio British Government, to whom the Pesliwa 
eeded it by tlio Treaty concluded at Poona on the 
17tli of June 1817. 

S‘i. The orders of Governnietit in this case 
have not yet Ik^u received, t|’ 

83. The financial result of the scnitiuv of 
these Lists, in so far as it lias hitherto proceeded, 
is, that holdings of the estimated uiiniiul value 
cd' sevenlif thousand rupees liavc been found 
improperly (i. e. they were not what they were 
described to be, and tlioy were, in reality, entered 
contrary to tbe Rules laid down by the Court of 
Directors, upon whicli the lists were professedly 
framed) entered as hereditary, they being con- 
tinuablc for two lives only ; that one holding of 
flic estimated annual value hundi'ed ru^iees, 

eutci'cd in the lists as con tin liable for two getiera- 
Jiuns, has been found properly continuablc only 
for <]ne ; that Surinjams and pensions of the 
Intimated annual value of more than nineteen 
ihavsand rifpecs, not eontinuableat at), have been 
found entered as life-grants; and lastly, that 



37 


nrrears amounting to of 

iAoiita^d Tvould havo f^cen improperly paid 
had this scrutiny not taken place. 

84. This scrutiny has disclosed much that 
seems to demand serious consideration. In this 
place, however, I would merely advert to the un¬ 
questionable proof whicii it has afforded of the 
iicccs^ty of an Alienation Departtiient. The 
amount of error and fraud now found to have 
been commiltcU in tiiisone (the Agent for Sir- 
din's") ollice is certainly very great, and the Lists 
supposed to Slave been thoroughly revised have 
turned out not merely incorrect, but actually 
i'e[det.c with error from wliicli tlicy wore pre¬ 
viously fi'cc. It is scarcely to be sujiposed that 
this could have occurred had there been a separate 
and specially trained agency available. 

85. lint 1 should be wrong to withhold from 
Ooverumeut the conviction which the experience 
of some ycairi has forced ujjon mo, that matters 
nrt? in a scarcely better state in the licveiiue 
Department, wiiilc the public revenue at stake 
tlicro is lotiriitciy greater in amount :“thc care- 
IcsHuess, ignorance* error, and fraud which j>er- 
vade the past inqnivies regarding alienated re- 
veiiMc it would, 1 feel assured, bo next to im¬ 
possible to find in any private transactions of 
similar ex tent. The fact is,—at least so it certain¬ 
ly appears tome,—that while the inquiry bas^ on 
the one hand* involved (jucstious and tccbnicjdi- 
ties but seldom thoroucr}jlv, aitd too often not at 

'V V 

all imdDrstood, and has re<(ii[rcd time and labour, 
not a tithe of which the ofRcers expected to 
attempt the task have )iad at their disposal, tt 
has, on the other, been impeded and baffled by 
falsehood and fraud in almost every direction; 
and when to the foregoing it is added tliut the 
hereditary district and village officers, many of 
the former of whom are very highly remunerated, 

/* 



imve thi'ougliout boen tlie principal agents tn 
pluzulcrlng tlic public revcnuOi for the protection 
of which they liolJ, and have ever held tlieir Wu- 
tuns,—for the production of the revenue accounts 
of tfie former Government which they and others 
are now found to Itave concealed in every t|uar- 
ter -would have long ago ensured the recovery of 
most of the fraudulent alienations,—wlien all this 
is eaiisidcTcd, it seems really surprising that things 
are no worse than they arc, 

licfon^ closing tins report I would 
lait, with deference, a few ohservatioiis on a sub¬ 
ject which is, I am |wi‘fiuaded, of the last import¬ 
ance to tlie satisfactory and eflieieiit prosecution 
of tlie inquiry for which a yeparato department 
has at length been partially organised, I refer 
to the degree of publicity wliioh should be given 
to the pi'occcdiugs of this Coiumi»siou, wliieli, in 
cacli case of any importance, shouldf I am very 
strongly of opinion, be publislied as soon as pos^ 
sible after final adjudicntiuii. There is nothing, 
I believe, so well cfdculatcd as this to correct 
mneh popular error which prevails, and which 
it is the special object of a few interested parties 
to foster and disseminate for their own improper 
purposes, 

87- 4'iie people of tliis country arc unfor¬ 
tunately not at present in a condition to under¬ 
stand or to aj)prcciate the fact that their relief 
from unfair uud undue taxation is one of t)ie 
chief objects of tlic Alieuation Inquiry, and one 
which rcudci's imperative upon the Goveriimentf 
ns trustee for the community, its tliorough prose-* 
cutioii; but this furnishes, I think, the strangest 
grounds for putting it out of the power of any 
educated person to plead want of opportunity, 
and means of obtaining a knowledge of the truth, 
SIS an excuse for ignorance or for the advttncc- 
ment of till founded assertions- 




88. The publicity I'adv(>cnte would, even 
thmigli not effecting evcrytbijig to be desii'cd, 
certainly remove one cause of compkintj—would, 
by correcting much existing ]iiisn])prclieiision, 
greatly facilitate the inquiry,—and would, more¬ 
over, render comparatively innocuous the tiiis- 
diicvous misstatement a sometimes emanating 
from quarters whence better things might be 
expected. 

89. It is in the Ijope that Government will 
sec fit to puldisb tiio conespondence that has 
taken place in connection with this Scrutiny of 
the Revised Surinjam and Pension Lists, that I 
have appended a statement of the documents 
which afford a complete liistory of eacli case as 
far asit has gone,-—whetlier it be the past proceed¬ 
ings ; the crroi’s in those proceedings which have 
now been exposed and corrected ; or the grounds 
and principles upon whicli sucli corroctiou has 
been made. 

I have the honour to be, &:c. 

(Signed) T, A. Cowper, Captain, 
Iiiam Com miss loner Northern Division. 



hi} ihc llonarahin the Oovehnott, dated the, 

Bth Jvht} ]s::,G. 

Ciiptiiiii C'owpcr's conipi'cbeiisivc Report on tha ^cniJitiy of tlie 
rcvisoil Suricijutu anJ Pousioii List.s indtioos ttio, after the scntinjoiita 
of GovcrniTieiit IiuviJig been expressed npou tfic merits of eacli oase^ 
to lay before tlie noaid the g^enoral eoncluKiong which Iiavc been 
sii^f^osteil to me by this important investigation* 

2* The errors which tlio Revised Lists contained have been 
rectified to tlie extent to which the scrutiny lias nji to the present 
time proceeded* Jiut tlic discnssion eaunot he closed without a 
marked expression of the opinion of Government as to the source of 
tlic evils whieli have been redressed hy the strennons exertions of the 
luain Commissi oner, and a consideration of the mcvins whicli should 
be adopted for the prevciiLion of similar evil hcreaftor. 

3* A perusal of Captain Cowper^a report at once cstablislies the 
conviction that a considerable revenue wonUl have been invcovembly 
Jost to a Goveniineiit whicii is already unduly hiirdeiicd hy the 
grants and alienations of former rulers, but for this lU'dtioiis investiga¬ 
tion. Hut the loss of a specific amount of reveinie forms only a 
minor element of the evil vvhicii has been dbelosed,—the systematic, 
and hitherto successful fraud which has been ari'iiyed against the 
rights of Goveniment—the encouragement given tlirougbont the 
Presidency to the belief that an nnder-current of intrigue and fiilsc- 
hood may defeat those rights—appear to me the real evil will* which 
we have to contend, and which demands from ns a vigorous controk 
4* The Surinjam mvestigation discloses a system of fraud. It 
fixes the delinquency upon tlic OfUce of the Agent for Sirdars at 
PooUfU It is with regret I am eonrpcllod to stote that the Agents to 
whom the revision of the Surinjam Lists was entrusted have ttci[uit- 
'ted themselves of that duty in a most Incomplefe and perfunctory 
manner; but what was carelessness in them was dishonesty in tlieJr 
subordinates* Some of the j)rinci|)al of tliese suboixlinates are dead, 
and it would, therefore, be dlilicuU to fix specific guilt upon those 
that remain, or to apportion the degree of wrong-doing to each ; but 
one fact appears to me to stand clear upon the evidence adduced in 
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ilie Suiinjrtttj linjniry—that the Ap^rnt’s Office Ims been an organUa- 
limi for the ildiherafe robbery of Governuioiit, 

5. Witli this organisiitfon we slioiiltj Jeal proaijjlly and vigor¬ 
ously, A Govcniineiit canuot infringe upon the lihcrty or property 
(dany of its sobjecra without due and legal proof of ddiiiquoiiey; 
but it has a right, when a great wrong baa been perpetrated by a 
limly of its servants, and wlieu it ennout exactly fix tlie wrong upon 
Iiidii^fdiials, siiinnmrily to relieve itself from the general bo<ly, 
esjiec idly wlicn the suspicion cannot be avoided that all won? in some 
measure gui 

(h f pro[mse, then, to abolish the establishment altiidjcd to the 
Ollke (jf Agent for Hirdars; the Agent himself 1 woidd, at least for 
the present, retain. In discussing tliis measure, J pball first briefly 
i-Uiic tile reasons wbidi, in my opinion, constitute its complete jnsti- 
ficiirion, and I sljall then detail the iUTangements wlncb 1 would 
jiropo^e if my views meet with the concurrence of my coHcagiies, 

7. In Mr, Wardcjrs Tasisof 3844 the Ktidduni Banday Sunn- 

jam was entered as hereditary. In tlie next year 
Mr. WfmJcii Ru]>initted, in the Revenue Deiiart- 
mcTit, a report clearly allowing that the holdings 
liad never hcon granted in Snriujam, but wei'c Inams, which liad 
been rLSitnied by the Peshwa, and continncil by the Commissioner of 
tljo DeccaUj as an act of grace, for the lives of the daimaiits- Not¬ 
withstanding this [ihiiri stateincnt of facts, the holdings wore 
entered as Ijereditary Suriiijams in Mr. Brown's lasts of 1847,— 
althoiigh they never were Siirinjams, and never were granted beforo 
1751, — ahhongh tlioy were Inains whidi had been resumed, and only 
continued for one life. 


8. The Sunnjani of the Nigray family liad been recommended for 
Ni ftvCasf Jjoreditary continuance, on the ground of the dif- 
^ ^ ’ ficulty of tracing its liii^tory. When, however, 

flic Ilonorablc Court declined to permit its continuance, it was 
obvious that cl very careful and minute imjuiry was demanded, as the 


parties interested would naturally exert tlieniselves to complicate tbo 
diflicuhy. On the inquiry being commenced, the principals wore 
never examined, but the assertions of a Brahmin asfcut were received 
without question. It was subsequently shown by the Inam Coiu^ 
missioner that three out of etglit shares had been imperfectly entered 


in the Lists, and that the Braiimin agent had obtained from the 
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|>rmcfj)Jilsi—wlio, llirfxiglioiil:, took no part in- tlie discussion—mj 
ii^niciiicnt, by wliicTi lie wus enabled to appropriate to Ills own iiso the 
whole of tlio arrears* amunnting to upwards of fis. 12,000, wludi 
were ordered lo hr jiaiil to Oio family on the conclusion of the Agent's 
iiiepury. CujUaiii Cnwpcr states that this CUEC ivas a byc-word lu 
Poona, and that lie laid frcuucntly hoard tlic story before his own 
diifu's led him tg an e\nniiiiiitioii of the Nigray cIeuitis. 

,0. The ease of naikrishtia Kaiuulny’s pension is soniewhat similar 

to that of the Nigray family. The Court of 

Kaiat- i i ^ tit 

day's* Cusf. iJircctoi’s Ordered a pension to be paid to Narayon 

Halkrislina Kanudayj with arrears of Ks. 10,000. 
Ten days after tins sanction W'as received in the Agent^s Office, some 
af Ills sabordiuattss obtained a bond from Narayen nalkrjshna, by 
which he hound himself to pay half of the arrears, and an aiiiiiial 
peneioti of 100, to persons who were to make the necessary 
exertions to obtain for him what tlicy knew, though he did not, had 
already hecn granted. The facts transjured, and the agreement 
w'as never fulfilled. Narayon Balkrishna was, however, unable 
before liis dentil to obtain cither pension or arrears, and tlie Agent’s 
explanation of these facts was pronounced by Goveniiiient lo be “ mt 
satisfactory/' 


10, On tlic lapse of a 8ai injam held by Mahomed ITunccf, 

Mr* El phi ns tone'^4 Mooiishce, a pension was 
granted to the next generation, rrom this jien- 
sign deduclions were made in the Agent's Office 
to the amount of about Rs. 5,000, on account of a village described 
as having been held without due authority* On the records being 
ti'ansfcrj-cd lo the Iiiam Commissioner, an original letter of Mr. 
Elphiiifitonc, authoiising the grant, was discovered, and the error 
rectified. But for tlie diligence of the Inam Commissioner, tlie gross 
carelessness of the Agent's subordinates would otherwise have de* 
prived the receiver of the pension ofa considerable sum of money. 

]]. The Revised Lists contained an entry relative to tlie pension 

(Rs. 320) of Manukjec Bahadoor, although such 
doorTpSon. ^ a person had never been heard of ditriog the 

thirty years which intervened between the fall of 
the Peshwa and the revision of the Lists in 1847. Such an entry was 
little more than offering a reward for the personation of Manukjee. 
On a report from the Inam Commissioner the entry was expunged* 
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J2. tu tlie case of the Waraorckur'a SiiTmjiini, u most gfoss fraud 

wua eormnittcd, Tlie Suniijuni liad been cor- 
^^tfy entered m former lists, but in tlie Lists of 
1844 a mistake was alleged to have occurred ia 
the calculation of the Arabic year. The grant was thus pronounced 
to be one of a, d, 1741. The Inam Commissi oner showed that ii<i 
mistake had really occurred, aud that the Arabic 3 'eaT corresponded 
with A. D. 177L Mr. Ilvown’s Lists of 1847 retained Mr, Warden*!? 


orronooiifl entry, without remark, but with an erroneous addition, 

13. The Surinjam of Krishn Ilao Neelkiuit Moozumdar wha 

Krlalm R*o Ncpl- Lists of 1944 as liaving been 

tiittit Mcwziinulur"iif granted before 175L The Government, in no- 

ticing this entry, pointed out that only such 
portions as were granted before 1751 should be entered as heredi¬ 
tary, Notvvitlistauding thU caution, the Surinjam was again enter¬ 
ed ns bereditury, liiHjausc granted before 175L The Inam Commis¬ 
sioner snbsccjucully showed that the portion granted before 1751 
constituted about ati oigliteentli part of the whole* 

14, The Suniijnm of Mccm Gunnec Kissnldar was entemd eor^ 


^Ei'i^rn ftitiiiiFC Ills- 

sjiUliit'ij casFe 


rectly in Mr, Wardcifs LisEs, hut on their revision 
by Mr, Brown, it was stated to be a 8unnjain 
attuchcxl by the Peshwa aud restored by the 


ibitisli Government, Tlic real fact w'as that the Sunn jam did not 


exist until three years after the introduction of British rule, 

15, The Surinjaiii of Bhugwunt Ra.a llolkar, both in Mr. War¬ 
den *s and Mr, Brown’s Lists, was entered as one 
gnintcd by tlie Peshwa. It really was a grant by 
llolkar, and had no connection with the grants 


of the Peshvva to which the Honorable Court’s Rules alone were 
applicable. The case had been adjudicated, and the whole of the 

true fiicts were on record in the Agent s Office, 

IG. The Surinjam of Krishn Kao Neelknut Poorundhurec was 
^ , entered in Mr, Warden’s Lists aa hereditary, 

kunt Pwrundlmrec'fi although only two-sixths of it were granted UcJorc 
Co3c. 1751, The Government in tins* case pointed out 


the doubt which existed, and the elaitnant himself furnished the 
Agent, Mr, Brown, with the correct dates of the grant, Notwith- 
standiug these facts, the error was retained and was eventually 
exposed by the Inam Commiesionci'- 
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17* Oil tfio lapsi; of ii SiinnjEim held by Suojiie Rao Niiribiilkuiv 

u jHinsion of Rs* 794 por aniirtiu, witb arrejivii 
Kiiliballur*^ nmouritiiig to Rs* 7,000, was ^^raiitcJ to Mauko- 

joii Ibio Nimbalkiir, on tlie ^murnl that Tiis 
a<Io]nbm Ity Saoji.'^ luiO received tbc sanction of tbe Pcslivva, If waa 
sill kSLH] u Cl I r ly tl f sco verec I by llie liiam Coniinissiuiicr tliat no fiucb 
saiicfioa bad been acconknb Ue also showed tliat tliu late Raja of 
M oodbole liad dislnirscd Us* 0,000 as u bi'iUu in ib^s case (to Mbom 
could not be discovered)^ Jiiid tliat perjury and forj;cry laid bwii 
resorted to witbont smiplcj in support of tlic ebdmant's pretensions, 
'i'lie payment oftlie pension was sloj^pcd* and MaiiLcjoc Rao’s iiauio 
was ex}nnij^cd from tlic List of Sirdars. 

18* Feiisions amoLiiitbig to Rs. 23s000 jier aiiiinni were entered 

in the Revised Lists as beredilary, witlioiit cvim 

riioiith Simujuiii II ■ * I* . 1 ■ .1 

tj , ' nil allusion to orocccdtns^ on ivcord in I lie 

Agent^s Oflice^ showing tlio tvJiidc of tLesc pen¬ 
sions to have been specifically declared lib'-graids” only. 

19* A Surinjani in Niiiiar ivas entered hi the Revised Tdsts as heiv- 

dilary in tbc name of Cbiiaiiajce Vittal J’ounm- 
f’hiiuiinjcc Viiiiil dhnrce* Its restoration on lliut tenure was ad- 

rinormnlliim’e'sNimftr . * ,i * i * -i. a 

Surinjum vocatcd, on the ground that lU rcsimiptmn on the 

death of tiu) last mciiiubent was an oversii^ht/' 

The records of the Agent's OfUcc showed that so far from the iiesiinjp- 

lion being an oversight, tlie holding had been formaliy declared by 

tlie Suprcnie Govern[iiciit in 1822 a life-grant, and that Cliiiiirifijce 

VittuI, on the death of tlic grantee, had, thvoagli the Agent, apijlicd 

for its continuance, and tliat bis ap[ilication bud been ncgativ(^<I. 

Mr. Warden, on the ease coming belbro Governinrnt, expressly 

stated tliat these facts had never been broiigbt to Ida notleo, 

20* Tlie Deccan Surbijam of Chimiiajce VittuI Peorundhuree 

, was entered in tlie List.s of 1844 as boreditary, 

Clumnnjev >ilhu i i t r- j 

rootuHUhurctf'is Pee- and as supported by bumuls ot dates prior to 
cAiT Suriajntti. ^ 175L The eiTor was retained in Mr. 


Brown*s Lists; but it hag been eataUbbed beyond doubt that u 
large portion of the Suriiijam was granted after ]7J>L 

2L These cases—and there are others crjually significinit—plamly 
tibow tliat frauds have been practised on tlve Agents, Mr* Warden and 
Mr* Brown, who, unfortunately, having other arduous duties to per¬ 
form, evidently left the pTeparation of the Lists to their subordiuutes. 
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AiJ I 111 [Miry [*ito tliesa traiisaclioiia wais defeated by tlin sudden deutb 
of Dbeeini-au flnmajee* llic Sliemt<!dm% who ivaa sii in moiled from liU 
iippointment of Moonslff of Amulnaii' to afford tlio neceissai'y expla¬ 
nations, but. wlio died before he could leave Kbatideisli. The state¬ 
ment of R;iqjce Pcjid^ay, an old peusionoT, formerly employed la tlio 
Dttftiir and supposed to knoxv more about the Pesliwas^ records and 
tim affairs of the Poona Sirdars tlian any otlier Native^ althougli it 
eannot be iviieti upon with cofifidence as evideitecj is iniieli to tbc 
jKnnt 

“ Now and tlien I luul to go to tbe Ada whit for tbc purpose of 
giving my evidence as to tlie nutliciiticfty or otherwise of Sunuds, 
mid on llicse occasions Bbcemrao and Vidyadhnr Purushram, the 
Sheriff trial’s of the Agent, showed me tbe Mnratboe draft of a 
general statement of Snriiijains wltieli they bad drawn out witb a 
view to the pt^paintion of Siirinjam lists to be sent to HnglamL 
I jjointed out to them, then and tlicre, the alterationi&tljat I tliought 
neressary, after carefully examining the entries sbovvn to ni<!; 
bill I Inivo reason to believe that lliesc alterations wore not made 
liy them ; for in tbe ca^e of the Knddiim Bauday’s Inarn villages 
in KJiandi'ish, which were entered in tlie draft as Snrinjam, I 
])ointeil out to tliem the error which they bad committed, notvvitb- 
sfaiiding winch tlu^e villages were entered in the list as Siirinjam. 
Tn tliifi manner they did just as they thought proper. I never saw 
iVlr. Warden pmoiially during tlic time he was Agcnt/^ 

I fiave litlle doubt that Vidyadbur Parusbrain was deeply 
imjdieatcd in lliiia system of fnmd; but to support a criminal charge 
against him would bo impossible, as be would in every inslancc plead 
that be acted under tbe instructions of the superior, 13]icoTm^ao. But 
the Government lias aright to say to him and to others^—“ Tliese 
fmuds, or these gross eirors, eonld not have occurred witliout your 
knowledge, and it was jmur duty to have brought them to tbe notreo 
of tlie head of tbe oflicc/* There is not, or at all events there ought 
not to be, a single man in the Poona Agent’s Office who is not aide 
to tell whether a certain Arabic year cori'espond^ with a, n. 1741 nr 
A. D. 1771. 

23, If, as I anticipate, my colluagties concur with me in tlie pro¬ 
priety of abolishing the Agent’s OHice, the following are the arrange¬ 
ments which 1 TVDuld propose 1 would for the present retain the 
Agent, witliout diminution of salary during the lime the present 

9 * 



40 


iiiciiinlioiil sIhjII Irold office. On Itis retirement* the sahiry should he 
reduced to Ks. 200 j)cr mensem, the salary drawn by the Political 
Agent in the Southern Miinitlia. Country. The law, us it now stands, 
requires tluit ihcrc should be an Agent to decide suits against or 
anvmg Sirdars; that duty tlie Agent should continue to perform. 
The polilicah as disthigiiHhcd from the judicial duties of the Agent 
arc now very liglit, llie Sirdar List having- very inuch decrefised, and 
file duirge of (he Poona Duftur having been Iransferied to the Innni 
Commission. Tlicy ai*c confined to negotiutiona for tiie settlement 
of chums against Sirdarjfi, without, if possible, resort to civil uetiou ; 
aiul to visits of CfTcmoiiy. These duties the Agent slioitld continue 
tt) perfoim ; and if he finds liis establishment as Judge of Poona not 
sufficiently strong for the aiibordinate duties of the office of tlie Judge 
and Agent, tlic doveniincnt will be prejKmid to consider Jiny n[i])lica- 
tioii for increased assisUmce wbicb may be snj^^orted by rrasonnbie 
proof of Jis necessity. 

24. The saving effected by the abolition of the Agent^s establish¬ 
ment will he available for the e.\tended establisliinent required for 
llio Alienation JJepartuient, which already performs a consideiahle 
part of tile duties whicli were formerly exjjccted from the Agent s 
Offiee. Ill arranging Ida cstnhlishmeutet, Captain Cowper ivill be 
rompetent to take any of the clerks and Kuvknons of the Agent's 
Office wljoin be n>ay be luclined to regard as not implicate<l in the 
SurinjaiTi frauds. 

Ill conclusion, 1 can only reiterate rbe cxpvesfiioiis of appro^ 
b[ition winch tlie v-xiid, energy, and ability of Captain Covvpcr liavo 
frequently elicited from Government during die artluous inquiry in 
w ljidi lie lias licen engaged ; and I jiropose tliat the reports detailiKl 
in the lis^t wbicb necompauics this letter, with the Bubse^iuent 
correspondence required to render each case complete, he printed at 
the expense of Govermnent, and distributed among all heads of the 
civil departments of this Presidency, 

Sfh Jnbj 1^5(1. (Signed) ELririNSToKE. 


Minnie hij iliC Honot'ahh Mr. Malet, dnltd l\lh JuUj IfioO. 

I entirely concur In ihe observations and opinions recorded by the 
Ri»lit lloiiorable ibc Governor in Ids Minute of the ^th iustaiit. 1 
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consider the meadiit^s propoj^d for thfi dismissal of the oatuhli&litiietit 
of the Office of llie Agent for Sirdars are called for by the cii'cum* 
stances 'whidi have been disclosed, and that the eventual tnodlficatioii 
of that appointment is jadicious; and I cordially agree in the appro* 
bation bestowed on Captain Cowper, who in his able proceedings has 
remlered no common service to Govenmient* 

1 }//i 1856. (SigncMi) A* MAr^ET. 


Orders cnviying out the measures described in the foregoing 
Minutes were issued to the Agent for Sh'dars, and to the 
officer in eharge of the Alicuatiou Deji^irtmcnt, on the 
litli Jnlv )S5ti, 
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No. 3137. 


To IL E. Gdldsmid, 

Secretary to GovemmenC^ Bombay. 

Sia,—I have the honour to reply to your letter No, 9775, dated 24th De¬ 
cember l$50p my answer to which has been delayed by the necessity of 
making several referenccfl to variouB quarters for further information, 

2, The history of the Kvddum Banday family*& tenure of the alleged Inam 
villages to which your letter relates—that its history since the introduction 
of the present Government—aflbrds a striking eiratnple of how thorougldy a 
cnae may become confused and entangled from the want of n department like 
the Surinjam Dejuailmcnt of the Peshwa^e Government, the duty of which waa 
to record and keep in aight nil oi'ders relating to aKenationa of public revenue, 
1 shall endeavour in the first place to di'aw up a brief detail of what hoa be^ 
done regarding the Kuddum Banday familydaima. 

3, On the 13th December lFSl8the &ole CommisHioner in the Dcccan 
ordered the Political Agent in Khandeish to prepare lists of the Jaghcers of 
certain Jagheerdart3 in that province,* 

4, On the 6th January 1H19 the Political Agent complied with tins requi- 
aition. Regarding the Kuddum Banday family he stated that their Ja^he^ 
had been long ago resumed. Ho, therefore, left it to the Commissioner to 
aettle what arrangement was to be made for the future subsistence of the 
family; having merely taken upon himself to i‘e&torefur its support in the 
meantiniG^* some Imm villages which bo (Che Political Agent) had been led to 
believe were unauthorised ly seized by one Kodir Bhaldarf and his* rebel Arabs 
the previous year. 

6. On the 10th January 1819 Ihe Commissioner replied in a brief letterj 
merely approving generally of the Political Agent’s arrangements. 

6. On the 19ch June in the same year (1819) the Pohdeal Agent in a 
Utter to the Commissioner reminded him that as yet no settlement had been 
made of the Euddum Banday family’s and others' chums for their Jagheers; 

* Mf autbonty for >vti«t It here vteted in panj^mphi 3 to £ ii the copiei &c, vhich fora 
the KcompvnimenC to the Kbudriih Collector’t letter to Gowtiment No. 136, dated 4th 
Mtnrh 1845. 

t Mr. A^nt Wvdea^a Kport to GovuDmcDt. No. IS8, dated the Sdth July 1343, show* 
tbit ihiB leizure wu ijiecifieally onkftd hj the Pcibva* 

U* 
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atid on ihc 34tli of the Eamc month the Commiedoner replied that the goncnil 
Bcttlemoiit of Jagheers would pro1>Hl>]y be completed in another month, and 
thatj mentiwhrlej the Political Agent should grant the di^trcBeed families " aome 
pecuniary osfiistance." 

7 . * t>ii the 0th December I SI 9 the Politieul Agent wrote to the Commis¬ 
sioner ill the Deeean, itgatn bringing to liia notice the application c^f the 
Kiiddum Dan<hy family for “ som<^ allowance," to which the CommifiKioner 
replied that as the Surinjams of that family had long ago been reaumed by 
the lat(! tjOTernmeiig and tlieir Inams usurped by others/! he was not inclitied 
to rceommend any further prcivibiion being made lor them tJmn that already 
made in the restoration of their Inama^ 

8. Sn far, ami for sc vend years afkrwanls, the Kuddum Eanday family 
were regarded as having finally Uwt their great Surinjama; tlicir restoretl 
Inam» being looket! upi>n, apparently, as a family projicrty to vidiicU they liad 
a right, llicnigh their enjoyment had for a time been interrupted* 

9* Tile Iftfons ]'!’!ftt:)red hi tlieni appear, however, to have been Buhj>i;[juenL- 
]y regalded as Jayhrf^rs, for on tlie 24tli July irt'ifi the Acting ColJcckir of 
Khaudeish wrote to the Sub-Secretary to Oovenmlent to preiisfoi^ aHeftlemeut 
of tlie cluimH to Jagheers in Khandeitrh, independently of those to Iniims; atid 
In reply received from the latter oflkrer a letter, A'o. 108, dated 17th April 
1827, with whicli the Suh-SooreUiry stated that he forwnrdciJ JW the Collector'^ 
fiplnhii a“jMnrathec niemoranduni of tJio Jaghcers which appear froiii the re¬ 
cords of the late Government to liave been restored on erpiitahk grounds, and 
nisei for the samt pnrpiise (opinion) a tabular (English) statement of mich of 
tlvu claims as ajipear to have been wholly or ]:iartiid]y founded on UHiji'[PatToiis." 
The Goliector was also iiiformod that no definitive ordcjs would be isaned 
until bis report slioidd be l■G<!eivod. 

10* He lore nc os made by me to the Secretary to Oovi>rnnicnt and to tho 
Agent for Sirdars have led to tlicdiscovery tliat the " Miirathee niemoranduni" 
mentinned by the Snb-Secretfti-y has betin Inst, but 1 have obtained from the 
Agent for Sirdars the copy of an exti-act furnUlied to him by the Collector of 
Khanddsh from tlie English InbularMuterncnt which iiecompaincd the Sub-Se¬ 
cretary letter JNo. 108 <d’ 1827,and column of'' ltemarki>"evidently contains 
the subEtuimo of the ml^^u^jiig Murathcc memoranduni* This tabular sUiteincnt 
and Ilje Uemarks*^ in question rIiow (under lYos, 19 and 20 of the statement) 

that the Kuddum family h right to their alleged Iftrnti villages of Kojirel,^ 

% 

* My mithenty fur h ttntuil in pura^lih 7 to be fauud in tiic fifcomEiaDimcnta to 
the Kham^LMili Colh^ctor's letter to Governuictit dfttGd S^nil AFjiy ]8!^7- 
t The Cowmiittioiicr nppetra to Uuve Keen ifpioruit of die fact provorl hy Me. Warrlcp, 
M Dcticed above iu my note on ]3tmgra]>1i 4,. that the rcsiiDi];itioii of tlie Inanai as wdl ai the 
Surinjaine was onlcfcd by the PcihwH- 

t ThiOuf^Kout thia report I have follqwcil tins mode of spell tri|f, though by no mcfina aurq 
that it ia correct^ ai T bare not scea the tinmcs of any of the villages tvrhten in tlic Native 
chaiBCter, and ihe ipellingof them Tories very iDUch iutUc EcglisU correapondenjee fnmi 
which my report Is cow piled* 
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TaiiDah, anil ICunal6 (Choley) waa disallowed by Government^ on the grouodj 
that they had been attached by the late Government, as was proved by a 
reference to the Peshwa's Duflur. Government propofied, therefore, to resume 
these village, 

IL On the 22nd May 1327 the CoUector of Khandoish submitted to the 
Sub-Secretary, as bia opinion, timt the course proposed by Government in tlie 
tabular statement last mentioned should be generally adopted, but sugge«Ccd, 
as an judulgence to tlie Kuddnm Baiiday family, that the Inoms thus found 
liable to resumption fihould be continued tts a lifc-ffrajiL 

12. On the 21st Juno 1827 the Sub-Secretary, in a letter No, 1 GO, inti¬ 
mated to the Collector of Khaiidsit^h tlwi consent of Government to the indul- 
gcju-'e thus suggested,—^viz* that the Inams rcstiired in a, U, 1H19 by the 
Political Agent, (as i^tuted hi paragraph 4,) should lie cont]nuf;d during llic lives 
ofthu ineumbentH, who, from the tabular sUitement mentiotietl m paragraph 
10, seem to have been Bliaskur Rao (iucumbent of Koprcl and Tammli) and 
Krislinrao cl cctei'a (incumbents of'RunaLe). 

13. On the li)th August and 2[illi Scjitcmbcr 1843, and 3iti Aiiguift 1844, 

petitions were made to Government by various members of the KuJduin 
RaniLay family, protesting against tliciir villages KopreJ, Tamiah, and Hurmle 
being restrietcil to life-hold tugs, and pointing out that they were hereditary 
InatRn and not On tlicsc [letitions the Collector of Khandeish, Mr, 

Belli re|>orlcd tu Government on tlic 23rd December 1844 that even their 
contiijuance for life was to be regarded as att indulgence, and, in corroboration 
of thia opinion, refi^rrcd Government to the correspondence quoted above in 
piutigj'-a|>li8 y to 12. 

14. On die 2JUh January 1845 Government, in a letter No. 438, enUed on 
Mr, Bell for a fuilher report on tlie merits of the three petitions ; and m liis 
reply, No, 138, dated 4th March 1845, tliat officer very Btrengly advocated the 
□pinion that the restored fiinm villages should be continued hereditarily, ex¬ 
plaining at length the re^isons of' this hia change of opinion regarding them, 
and quoting In support of it the correspondence above described m paragraj>Ks 
4 to 6. 

15. On the 2Gth Mareli 1845 the correspondence above described in para¬ 
graphs 13 and 14 was referred by Government withu letter. No, 1370 of 1845, 
ill the Territorial Department, for the report of ilie Agent f«r Sirdars, whose 
reply, No. 128, dated 2Gth July 1845 (with a postscript dated tliree days after¬ 
wards) and accompanying extractfl frem the Pealiwa^a Duftur of a. d. 1815-17, 
show that the Kuddum Banday^s luams were not adzed frem them by rebels, 
but oonhacated by orders of the Peahwa in eonaequenee of their rebeUion, 

16* Jn consequence of this report. Government on the 15th August 1845 
issued to tlie Golleetor of Khandebh the inatructions contained jn tlie letter 
No. 4024, to the effect that the limitation of tlie Kuddum Danday family's 
enjoyment of the villages Koprel, Tunnali, and Runalc to a life-tenure was 
clearly justlftablc, and tliat Uie question ot the tenure of a fourth villiigc, 
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Torkhera, hdd by th« aame family, waa to be coiuidered &t the deatli of the 
incumbent A copy of thie letter wu seat to the Agent, and on the eame 
day, under the Government resolution No, 4Q36, the petitioners mentioned 
in paragraph 13 were informed that the Government decision of ld27, de- 
icribed above in poragraph 12, was final. 

17. On the 2Uth Fclj^nry 1850 tlm Collector of Kbandeleh, in his letter 
No. 377, reported tJie death (in 1848 and 1849) of two persons'vhom he 
mentioned as sharers with another, Purtvutrao, in the villages of Ilunalc and 
Torkhent, and proposed to resume tlieir shares according to his interpretation 
of the Government circular No. dated lOtlv December 1844* To this 
Government objected, as there appeared from tbe Collector's report to be still 
a third co-flharer in existence, and bocauso the circular alluded to by the Col¬ 
lector referred to money aHowonces (pensions), and not lauds. The Collector 
WEIS, therufore, by a letter No. 1972, dated ]4tli March 1850, called on for a 
further explanation. 

18. Tins further explanation ia contained in the ColIeetor''s letter to Go^^ 
vemmeut No. 2094, dated 24t]i October 1850, wlilch is the latest in date of 
all tire documents sent for my opinioa and report with your instructions under 
reply. 

19. In submittijig my opinion, 1 shall in the first place adopt hypotheti¬ 
cally the idea that the Collector is correct in supposing that Government 
still adheres to its decision of the 15th August 1845, described above in the 
16th paragraph - though, os I slitdl aftctwai da show, (see below, paragraph 
24, and Appendix,) tlicre is now some reafton for doubting whetlicr Govern¬ 
ment has not, aller all, annulled that decision, as well as the previous one of 
1827, referred to by it. 

20.. Suppofldng, however, the tenure to be one for life,—the Collector’s 
first reason fur resuming shai'ca of it, as tlie shareholders die, is that they 
have divided interests, and iimt Clic grant did not specify that the estate was 
to be enjoyed undividedly until the d<^th of tbe survivor. But it must be re¬ 
membered that Government had notlnng to do with the division of the family^s 
interests. Had this been the case, and hod each share in each village been 
gitarauteed as a separate grant, then 1 tbiuk that the Collector would be right; 
but a reference to the corruapondenco above described shews that in 182? 
the two villages Koprel and Tannah were ordered for life continuance to the 
then ostensible holder, Bhaskur Kao Kuddum Banday, and ilunal5 toKHsbn- 
rao et cetera Kuddum Banday (a Lamentably loose way of describing persona 
having a tight against Government); and that in 1845 Government decided 
that the question as to the future coutinuance of Tui khera wsa to be left un¬ 
touched until tbe death of tbe person who was then incumbent; but wJio that 
person was is nowhere stated in the corr^poudence sent to me> 

21. All that can be gathered from the ordeifiB of 1827 and 3845 (supposing 
them to be still effective) is that Govemmeut la pledged to continuo Koprel 
lukd Tauuah tUl die death of Bhoskur Kao, not resunung or in any way inter- 
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fiMtQg witE any divimon or family airangeiDeni of tlKme TiUagei anfif than; but 
when that event occara the whole may be reanmed without respect to aharea or 
other private amngemeiits. In the aame way, Runal^ must be continued 
until the death of Kriahnrao et camera, it being left to Qovemment to call for an 
inreatigation by the Collector, and decide who, betidea Krishnrao, ought to be 
admitted to the pfrivileges promised in such a loose manner; and thus, also, 
when Government by like investigation shall have discovered who were the 
recognised incumbents of Torkhem in 1845, that village should be continued 
undieputedLy until the death of the survivor of them, it being left for decision, 
either then or in the meantime, whether or not it should be suhscquenfcly 
continued to any one. This is the only course 1 can suggest in a ca;se whidi 
strikes me as very indefinitely and unsatisfactorily managed from the first. 

22. With respect to the case of the Bargul family, now alluded to as a 
precedent by the Collector, I may observe that it seems difiercnt, inasmuch as 
the widow whose claim was r^ected seems to have claimed potsestion of what 
bad never been inherited by the person whose Immediate heir she was; and it 
seems to have been such a reversionary interest as which was denied 
by Government, and not tlie mere continuance of a Ufe-tenure till the 
death of the survivor of oo-sliaiers rct^ognised as sucii by Government In 
tlie present case {still supposing the estate a life-tenure) it by no means follows 
tliut if the shares of the deceased sharers arc left untouched by Government 
till the death of tha survivor,* tho Latter will obtain poanessiou of tiiem; they 
will of course be held till his death by the nearest heirs (or usuigneea) of the 
deceased sharers. It is only as a defiuitwn. of the term of contittwince that the 
life of the survivor need be alluded tu by Oovemmenl^—not as creating or 
affecting, during that time, any right of 

23. Government has already objected to the interpretation of the circular 
No. 4669 of 1844 brought forward by the Collector of Kbandeiahin his 2nd 
paragraph. If the shares had been separately guaranteed by Government, the 
interpretation might have been supported. 

24. i now come to a remarkable phase in the vezy involved circumstances 
of the Kuddum Banday family,—I mean the condition into which its tenure 
has been brought by the Honoiahle Court of Directors'sanction of the revised 
lists of Surinjams in the Deccan, approved of in the Court's letter to the Bom- 
bay Government, Wo. 15, dated 22nd May 1849. Oovemmeiit will observe 
that the Collector of KhandeUh, in the 3rd and 4di paragraphs of lus letter 
alluded to above in my 18th paragraplj, has referred to the effect of the eunc- 
tion of tlie Surinjam lists on the Kuddum Banday family''a claim, and 1 beg to 
annex {vide Appendix) an extract of my letter No. 3111, dated 31st March 
1851, to the Agent for Sirdars, and of hb reply, Wo. 149, dated 11th April 
1851, regarding the same subject. 

25. Government will observe that Mr. Brown is of opinion that the 

* Tkii kypothesit ii of «iir*a iii«i|ipLicftbl4 to tha villBgct Koprel wd Taanib, whkli feem 
Rfiuubk abuhitsly rt JMuHr deith, leeordiog to tin orden of 1827^ 
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Honorahle Court^fl approval of tha rcFiaed Surinjam lists in which the Kiid- 
dam Bandaya* tenure of their restored luatnB ra regarded m hereditary (Hat 
Nos, I,, Nos, 62 arid 63) has annulled the former decisions regarding them,-^ 
“ wbichj" he aaystj had been brought to the notice" of the Court, It is, 
however, quite evKlent (hat the Ilomirabie Court did not notice the prnceed- 
ings refcrrcil to, or otherwise they would certainly not have abstained from 
tinTf Enentlon of them in their letter No, 15 of 

26, Mr. Brown can scarcely bo correct in imagining, as he states, that 
Mr, Warden ineliidod the resumed villages in the Surinjam list No, 1., ns 
entitled to be regurdctl as hereditary, from being part of an old Surinjam older 
tl«m A, u. 1751 ; as the tabiilar i^tutcincnt of 1827, and the petitions of 
1B43-44, both seen by Mr* Wartlen, i^how that at least two of tlus villages 
wore daimod as grants of the Pealiwa Madlniw Ibio BuHal, who did not 
begin to reign till a* d< 1774, and he (Mr, Wartlcn) was aware of their subse¬ 
quent resumpti on in LH13-I4 and 1816-17. In liitd, the luaais, whether old 
or new, did not belong to the Sm injam at all, and it is to the Surinjam only 
that most of the remarks in the A gent V list can apply, 

27, There seems no douht, therefore, that the 1Ion0Tal)Ie Court (lid not 
takr: til 11 cognisance of thit^ ease, or they could nut have IcR it without special 
uotiee. 

But notwilJistanding that the Kuddum flnnday family k so wholly 
without inteiUuitialii/ recof/aised title, 1 cannot help Ihiukiiig that the family 
has u slmng duim for funne lu^ovision from Covernmeut. When that of 18111 
was made, as stated in the letters referred to in paragraphs 4 and 5, 
the authorities did not contemplate the resutiijition ctf the Iniuiis then 
restored or the discovi'ry of their want of title, or tlie (yummlssifincr 
woulrl have treated the Kuddums us he did other ruined Sirdars—by 
making some other prf>vision for diem j and the family does not appear ouc 
of so little note oh to have had provision made for merely the lives of its then 
existing repreaentatives. Government, however, will he tlie best judges as to 
whether^ under all the circumstances of the ease, it will or will not be Hglit 
obbJn the gi-ant in perpetuity to the family of the villages, to which 1 do not 
diiiik, strictly speaking, they have now any tenable hereditary title* 

26, If tliia should be done, I would suggest that some definitii grant and 
guarantee should be mode, which will for the future obviate tlie possibility of 
a recurrence of such confusion and uncfirtainty as the very loose procedure 
foi'merly observed in this case has occasioned. 

30. Tu case of such a grant being made, of course, the suggestions made 
above in my 21st jiaragrtiph will become inaiiplicuhle^ as they are made only- 
on the Cotlectork assumption tliat tlie alleged Inamdars* tenure is a /(/e-tenure, 

I have the honour to be^ &c. 

(Signed) W, Hart, 

23rd April 1851, Inam Gomoiissioncr. 
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APPENDIX TO THE INAM COMMISSIONER’S LETTER No, 3127. DATED 

23ri» APRIL 185L 

Extract^ hebtg Pwrc^apJis 2 and of a Letter from the Inam ComndidoiLer to 

the Agent for Sirdwrs^ No. 3!]], dated 3U/ March 1861. 

2. T dliall ali^Q ^teful if you will kindly inform me on what alteration 
of decision, or other ^rounds^ the viliogoq in Kbundeish claimed by the Bail" 
day Kuddum family have come to be styled Surinjum’^ instead of Inam^ and 
why'they have been admitted into the First Clus^ of Surinjams in the Deccan, 
whicli cotifitat of hereditary holdings, among which they appear as Nos. G2anU 
fj3 tn the list of that class. 

3. Tn the 14th column of t!ie list in question, allusion is made to Mr, 
Wni-dcu’s report, which shows that the villages had been resumed iu 1813-14 
and 181d-l7 under the late Goveratnent, and to the decision of Government 
w'hicb ordered their continuance, tliougli void of valid title, during tlie lives of 
the incnnihcnfs, but no longer. My difficulty is to know whether or not the 
previous orders of Government in this case are to bo considered us annulled by 
tlie entries No. (i2 and No. (>3 in qncsiiou, and 1 slialL fed much obliged if you 
will give me mfurmalion on this point also. 


JSx tracts hf'hig 2\iragrophs 3 and 4, of a letter from tfie Agent for Sirdars^ 
Potintiy to the Inam Cummhsionei'f No. 140, dat&l lltA A inti 1H51, 

3, With regard to the 2nd paragraph of your letter, 1 beg to intorm you 
that when tVlr. Warden was directed to pre[iurc a Surii)jain Hat agreeably to 
the instmetions of the ITonorablu the Court of J>liTetora in 1842, he called 
iipon several Collectors in the Deccan to furnish him with a Ustof Suriiijams 
sttiiatcd In their resjHxdive CoUectoiates, and in the list received from the 
Collector of KbaudeSsli, the villages of Kojjerlce, Tannah, and Jtunale wem 
sliowu as Surinjam. Ou this information, suid also on the Peshwa's record(<,“ 
which showed that tlicse villages were a remnant of an ancient mid c-\tensive 
Sni'injam held by Ktiddum Daiiday^s family previous to 175),—Mr. Wartlen 
entenid the villages as hcreditaty in the Surmjam lists wliich he submitted 
to Goveinmcnt on the 2t)th December 1844. Afterwards, vvlien Gfwemment 
entrusted to me tlic duty of ivivising tJio lists originally prepared by Mr. 
Warden, 1 put the picvious correspondence Ixrtween that gentleman and Go¬ 
vernment, in 1845, as an Appendix to the entries No. 62 and G3, noticing tlie 
same In its proper place. 

4. The levii^ed Surinjam lists having been sanctioned and confirmed by 
the Honorable the Court of Directors in iRd^j the previous decigtoiiE of 
Government in the case of Kuddum Danday, issued in 1828 and 1845, which 
had been brougld to tlie notice of that autliority, muai, I should consider, 
liavc been annulled. 

(True extracts) 

(Signed) W, Haet, Inam Commiseioner, 
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POUTICAL DlPAHTMfiNT, 

From IL Buo’ffTf, Esq.^ 

Agent for Sirdars in the Deocafij 

To A. Mal£t, Eeq., 

Chief Secretaiy to GoTemment, Bombay. 

Dated Doorntf llfA October 1B5L 

Sir,—I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 279(2, 
dated the 2Rth June Last, witfk enclosure from Mr. Hart, ilie luana Commls- 
BioueFt rcgai’ding the claim of the Kuddum Bonday family to certain Surinjam 
in Khandeish. 

2. In reply, I beg to state that the Mokassa of the Purgunas of Soollan- 
poor and Nundoorbar, in which all theyillages at present forming the posses¬ 
sions in Khandeish of the Kuddum Banday family are situated, was held by 
them as Jagheera long time anterior to a. d. 175U The earliest record forth* 
coming from the Peshwa’s Dufturbearing out this fact is the registry rif a Sunud 
dated 27M Zxlhpj, Soor Sun Esunay Khummin Mya w« Ultfif^ which, though 
rendered by Captain Gordon as A. D. 1752, is properly speaking a. d. 1731, 
November. This Sunud mentions that the Mokassa was held by the Kuddums 
“ Peshjee passoon,” or from former times. In endeavouring to ascertain how 
far back this expression in the Sunud was intended to carry the enjoyment of 
the Mukassa, 1 hnd fi'om Grant DufTs History of the Murathas (vide column 
1, page 491) that the ancestor of the Kuddum family, named Kunthajee Kud- 
dnm Band ay, was as early as A. n. 1725 a dietinguished Muratha leader in 
Guzerat, and, according to this Historian, he gained a victory over the Gaek- 
war at the Battle of Cambay, and retired in that year to his Jaglieer district 
in Khandeiah. It is worthy of notice that this &mily never held Jagheer dis* 
tricts in Khandeish other than the two above mentioned. I beg to annex copy 
of a letter from Captain Gordon, in chaige of the Poona Duftur, No. 89, dated 
tlie t9ch July (No. 1), and a translatioii of the Sunud above referred to 
(marked No. 2). 

3. The village of Runale, in the Purgnna of Nuadoorbar, appears to have 
been first granted in A. d. 1752 by Dada, who is better known by ^s other name 
of Raghoba. This grant is recorded in the account of the district of Nundoorbar, 
and in the Treaty or agreement made by the Peahwa with the Kuddum Bau" 
day family, and in tbe registry of outward lettens. The English translatione 
of extracts froRi these documents are enclosed (marked Nos. 3, 4, and 5 
respectively). The tenure, as specified in these papers, is ** Buksheesh/' or 
reward fior services. 

4. The villages of Tannah and Koprel, situated in Pmguna Nundoorbar, 
appear to have been first granted as luam in a. x>. 1762, by orders of the 
Feflhwa^ who confirmed the same by a Sunud two years aAerwards, Tho 
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purport of this Sunud ia recorded in the registry of outward lettcrsian extract 
from whtchi embodying the pur^wrl, is flnne]te<i (No. ti)* 

5. In 176B the Sui injani and Inam held by Mtidhow Rao Banday was 
resumed from him and transferred to Amrut Kao Kuddum Banday. The 
memorandam oftronsfeTja translation of which is appended (No, 7), states 
the grunt was for the support of troops required to be kept up for the ecrvice 
of the State. The transJution No, 8 is a Sunud dated a. d* 1783, registered 
among OMtwar<l Ictfera in the l^eshwa^a Duflut, The object of tJic Stinud 
is to confirm to Buiwunt Kao Kuddum Banday, son of Am rut Itao who died 
in that yeor^ the Siirinjam and fiiani i^eld ijy Jiis late fatlitsr. In this docu^ 
meat tlic villugcfi of Tantiah and Koprel ai^c specifted as grants for the support 
of the quota of tr(K>i>fi die family was to fufiilsh, 

(5, I l>eg to annex' an Engliah translation (No, Q) of an extract from the 
Pcrthwa's registry containing a Sunud dated a, d. 170.'5. This document shows 
that tile Iiiam nnJ Surtnjam giuuted lo the family had for their object the 
nlEiintenancc of tiMops* 

T, The trenslation No. 10 is an extract from the general list of Surinjams 
licid by dilfercnt Sirdox's, dated A. n. IHOO, In tins document the villages of 
Tannah, Ko[u^cl, and Runaiu are entered under the namcH of the holders, with 
Hpccification uf Uic numher of troojis they wore to fumisli. The villages, 
though designated Inam,” are still entered in a list protessing to give an 
count of SurjjiJnins. Tliis would go in somo measure to sliow that the Jnam 
was not then untiersiood in a ditlercnt light from Sitrin^am* 

8. 1 beg to lUincx translation (No, 11) of an extract from llio accounts of 

Niiiidoorhar, dated A. o. 1805, in which tlic villages of Taiinah and KoprcL arc 
designated Stirinjani from the Sirkar^’’ 

1 beg to append translation of an extract (No. 12) from a list of Snrinjams 
written in the Diiftur in A, n. 1812, which rnns in the same style as No. 10. 

10. It appetirs that these three vilinges were resumed between the year a. d, 

1813 and 1810, and the late Agent, Mr. Warden, lias already submitted to Go- 
vernmeut ti'ansialians of tlio Peshwa's orders for tlie vcsumptioti of two of the 
villages (Uiinalc and Koprd), the order forTaunah not beingyetforthconimg, 
i 1 , From what has been stated above, it will be obaerved iJiat the three 
villages, which were at one time granted as Buksheesh and Inam to the family, 
but were suhfiequenlly incitided in their Suriujam, formed an integral part of 
ilie old &ud extensive Jagheur held by this once poweiful family pi'evioua 
to A. D. 1751* 

12. On the conquest of the Deccan, the three villages wet^ restored by 
order of the Commissioner in the Dcccuu, and subsequently tlie Inaiu tenure 
whietk the Oanday family utged was not recognised, but the villages were 
continued as Jaglieers by the Honorable Mr, Elphiustone^s Oovernmeut in 1827, 

13. Witli reference to tlie 2ud paragraph of your Jotter under ocknowtctlg- 
ment, I beg respectfully to state, for the infonuotion of His Lordship in Coun¬ 
cil, lJuit when 1 revised the Surinjam lists prepared by Mr. Waidca, J put a 

2a* 
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ntiUj tfi Ilut entricfl oi' filurinjams of the Kuddum Banday fiimily (Nd». 62 and 63 
of Classi refemng Govermiimt to the Apj^endix B to the Surinjam Iiat»j 
whidi contained the wliole diucu^idoii re^rding the fact of rcaamption of these 
villfigen 111 the Peshwa's time, I dicrefore ttust tliat Government wiM considej* 
that no omiadon of any notice of the resumption in tlie body of the Surinjam 
lists has taken place, 

14, I beg, in concluston, to state that while reviewing the papers received 
from tiic Poona Dtiftar, I find that on moretlian one occasion the Surinjam 
the Kuddums was resumed and restored* One of these was when the flan- 
days joined and r^tipiHuled Uaghoba's pretensions to the Peshwaship; but the 
Surinjam wan soon ailer iheir submission restored to them, and the resumption 
whicli took jjliicc in JJnjce Kao’s tifne—not many years before the war—may 
not have been tiiml asuppoaltion which ia not inconsistent with the politics of 
tht! times, 'flic atitiquity anti Utgli rank of this family, under whidi, as observ¬ 
ed by JVIp. Warden, butli the llolkarsand Gackwars had their nse, arc in them- 
sdvus sufficient grounds ftir a ravoiii^ble consideration of their claims and the 
application of the Surinjam ItuLes totiiem* 

1 have the honour to be, &c* 

(Signed) II, BaowN, 

Office, Poona, llM Of^ioher 1852* Agent, 


No. I*] No. 89 OF 1851* 

To 11, Brown, Esq,, 

Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan, Poona. 

Sin,—In reply to youi^ letter No. 238, of the Stli instant, requesting infor¬ 
mation regarding the Simiijara of the Kuddum Banday family, in Kliandeisb, 
from the curliest peri(>d to the conquest, 1 have the honour to submit the fill low¬ 
ing statement on the subject, premising that the documents specified at page 
of the Ferisht, to which allusion is made at the end of pamgi^ph 2 of your 
letter, are tliose which J have chiefiy consulted in tracing the history of this 
lamilyV ^nrinjuin. 

2. The Peshwa'a diary of the 27tli Zilhej (A. d* 1 7-52) contains tiie icgiatry 
of an order issued to the hereditary district ofliceui oi thePiirgunas of Saoltan- 
poor and Nundoorbar in Khandebh, which them fs, o.] to eoittinite to 
liaghojee Kuddum Jiao and rrimbuk Rao Kuddum, the Afohfissa those 
Pufffuutzsf it htivififf been enjoyed fjfi^jnyrojn former times. Under the 
Hume date, another Smuid is registered, continuing the other hnlf of the 
Nlokassa of tfiu Purgunos refcried to to Madhow liao Kuddum, together 
with their Babtce and Surdeshmookee Umuls, Subsequent accounts in 
the Duftur show that the two lastnamed Umuls never were held hy file 
family, and that fltey actually ec^oyed but of the Mokossa of Purguua 
Nundoorbar, 
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3. The conditionfl of the two grants above referred to wei'e that die KuJdum 
Bandayfl should maintain a body of 400 horse for the service of the State. 

4. ft Ibj of eouTie, impossible to determine how flir tlie va^e expression 
“ Ptahjee passoon” of the Murftthce original, which I have rendered in para- 
jp^ph 2 as signifying from former times,” was intended to carry hack the 
term of the enjoyment of the Mi^kassa Umul of those two Purgunjia by the 
Banday family, hnt moat pixibably to a period untecedont, at all evente, to 
A. p. 1750; and as 1 have met with no record in Uie Duftur to show tliat they 
were not holding it previous to that year, the opposite conclusion must, 1 ima¬ 
gine, be taken for granted» 

5. In A* n. 1763 tJie contingent which tlio Banday family were obliged to 
fuTiiIsli was reduced from 4^)0 to 200 horge. 

6. In A. D. in consequence of the non-attendance of the Kuddiim 

Band ays with their contiTigent, the Surinjam was resumed by tlie Peshwa,, but 
agaia restored to them the ]$ame year, upon payment of a Wuzur equal to ouo 
thii-d of its revenues, 

7. Having been again resumed in a. jk 1778^ it was restored to tJie family 
upon payiueut of a Nu^ur of Us. 75,000. 

S, In A* D. 1784, also, a Nuzurof Rs. IS,000 was levied fmm a member 
of the Kuddum Banday family, for cfmtinning to him his share of the Surin- 
Jam, whieli hud been resumed, and also two Inani villages. 

0. In A. D. J814 the entire Suiinjam was rcsunied frem the family, and 
continued in this condition up to the close of the Pcfihwa's (jovernmerLt. At 
tilt: same period, also, tlie iliret villages of Tannaih, Koprel, and itunale, in Pur- 
gimas Sooltanpoar and Kutidoorbarj w hich comprise, us T learn frtmo [luragraph 
2 of your letter, the present posHet^t^iou of the Bunday family, were under 
resimiplion. 

10. The facts above stated exhibit the principal features in the history of 
tlw Kuddum BandaySurinjam in Klmndeish, from the earliest period for 
which there aie accounts fortlicoming in the Duttiir relating to it, up to the 
accession of the British Govcrnmetit. 1 have deemed it useless in thin letter 
t<i enter into more minute details regarding it, tuch as the aid>'divisions of 
the f^urinj am amongst the diHercnt inendmr>i of tlie family, and tlic occasional 
transfer of a share from one menihcr of the family to another, in cases of mis¬ 
conduct, as tliese details can, if nccesAary, be ai^certaincd by referring to the 
full oxtraets fromtlieatrcnnnts which accompany this letter; and I am, moreoverj 
under tlie impi^essicnthat it is not so much a minute account as a general outline 
of the history of this Surinjam that yon desire to be furnished witli by me. 

1 have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) M. F. GoHDoif, 

Assistant luam Commissioner, in charge Poona LuRur. 

(True copy) 

(Signed) H. BnowiTj Agent, 


19fA f/viy 185], 
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174 OF 1862, 


To W, JIaHTj 

iniiti) Commissioner 


PouTiCAL Department* 


Sin,—With Telcrenc* to your letter No, 3127, dated the 23rd April Inst, to 
the iiJftress of tlie Sderotary tu (juvcriuneiit irt the i£evenue Dc[ni]tincnt, on 
the sEihjeet ul' llie SiirlnjuLiii of tlic Kudtliiru lianday fauiily, I am directed by 
the Honomlile (ho Governor in Crnmdl to Iransniit fer your report a 

Iclh'i', in original, fro in the Aj^oni igr Sirdurs in the Dcccan, No* 349, of tlie 
lltli OotiiluT last, with cuclosurcB, on the subjeet* 

2* You will be pleui^ed, witJi your fo[K)rt, to returu the accompanimeuta tg 
this letter, 

I have the honour to be, &c, 

(Sigm,^) A, Malet, 

li&mbttff CfTstlef l3fA Jafttcarj/ 3862* Chief Secretary. 


Jieport hy Lituienat^i A* F. ETni^nroaE, Acting Asnulanl Inam CcFmmh&h>ner^ 
ujion the referred^ ic'dh Ijctiers 9775 und 

174, dated rc^pccivocig <\i}i Dccemhi^ 1850 tmd Jfinwrty 1852, 
the oi^uioik flf the Infiia Ccamnhi^mfilery in ihe cme of the KuddniA Bandug 
—Dufed I0(7i AiiguU 1H52, 


1* The Kuddum Hatiday family claim hereditarily the alleged In sun villagf;s 
ol Koprel, Tunnali, Itunale, and Torkhcra, situated in the Purgimaa of Sool- 
taiipour and Nundoorhar in Kbntideti^fi. 


2. It does not apj>ear dearly rccortUnl under what tenure tlicse villages 


Lftter No* :i\% of lUU 
tlftobcr froia 

Aj^icnt for f^irdurii to Go- 

ViTUllli'llti lii'idi cuiHo-' 

»iiirc rntiH 8ii]aMin(cni[tiit 
iWiiu Jhiftiir, No. of 
tbc liltli July Ki ilb 
traiisUtus attni'lieJ* 


were ernghifdhj bestowed on tlic KudJnm ItaudayK, 
<ir wlicther all four were, or wi’re net, enjoyed* by 
them prcvioan to a. d. 1751-52,—the reconls furth¬ 
coming from the Poi>ua Dnftur from that yi?ar down 
to the dost! of the Jute Government as often alludo to 
their tenures boing Inam, as Suriujamj but wlititlicr 


one or the other, or rather both, (utt, iiuletid, woulil 


appear to ho the t'ase,) it is dear that they were continued as a rcwaixl” for 
iservices perronued, and to bo i;ciformed, by dillereiit members of the family : 
but taking into consideration the intermediate resiiuijstions and restorations 


by the late Government, and the fiict of tlie entire possesi^ions of the Ktvhluui 
Bun Jays having been fitLaily eouftscatul by the Pesliwa n year or two prior 
to the i'luse of his Govcinmtnt, on tlic aecount of ifveiv rebtltian^ and havii^g 


* They iviirc aoi. 


skr piUHij^rapb ;i tif the taniii CemuiudaucrV ie[K9rt No. 1^52, duted iJlsl 
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in tTna conditiou piused into the handa of the British^ the on^Loal tenuro, 
wliutcver it lui^ht have been, and for whatever term, eim aviul nothing in 
deciding the pi'esimt ques^on. 

3. On tlie introduction of the present Government, it would appear tha^ 
from the general confiseation of the Kuddum Bandays' pfj 99 csdona, above 
mentioned, Die family were in great di&trci8j», and the Political Agent in 
Khandeish, in representing on the 3th January I St 3 their destitution to tJie 
(^QiniiusKioiier in the Deccan, stated that althougli it would ro^t witli him to 
settle wlmt arraoiicraent was to he nnule for the future enbeistemee of the 
lamity, lie had taken upon himself to restore (13th August 1318), *^ftyr iu sup^ 
pfvt ia ifie mean time” some Iiiam villagea which he was led to believe one 
Radir Bhaldar and some rebel Arabs had forcibly seiaed from its possession the 
year ])rr;vlons< 

4» 'file restoiations here aUuded to are tlio four villages already menimned, 
iuid to which tlio Kuddutn Banduys now seek to establish an licrc^Utiiry right, 
on the following grounds :— 

—^Tlmt thfiy were surrendered by the Collector of KhandelBh on 13th 

August 1818, by an order on the Mamledax to make 

A^tnt fftv SirilaTTfr^ . .. * „ 

\mvr Xo. liiS, Hf afith them over for ever. 

July 13 tu Oovera- 2iid .—That these insiructLons were founded on 

the orders of the Sole Commissioner for the 
HctUcment of the Peshwa's dominions. 


5. Itefcrring to Uie reaHons which led to the reBtoration by the Political 

Agent in 1818 of these por^icufur villages, as stated 
*" 3, it IB clearly shown that so far from 

LnrlM-il til thu tlicir Itaving been forcibly wrested from the Kuddum 

Nu. 8o“f luihTnVi'isT. Arabs, they had been confiscated 

by express orders of the Peahwa, in consequent'o 
oj' tfidt fiiUiily's rebelUon. 

3. The tenure by which these four villages were to l»e held by the Knd- 

diiin Bandaya from the British Government waa not 
itto itto pnn^mp i . restoration in 1818 i indeed, 

it appears that ihi^y were Intended merely as a provision for the family 


JliUoi liittu [jSnif;m|]h 
Taluilnr Btatmntynt ae-' 
euinp&iiyiMt Coifftrniniini 
kttur tci KhanJuiifh Cub 
jeetor, No. lUtJ* of I7lli 
April }m7. 

Mr. Gibeme’s reply to 
(hu B.IXIVC!, dutfril ij'JiiU 
Muy 1H^7 j the 
rcrnmcDt ilfdaloii cohvi^- 
cii ta tlic KhanJoisli Cul- 
ii^lur, unilcr No, BiO, of 
aiut June 18 - 7 - 


Tnearttimc” to avert their itnmrdirite distress; but 
when tlut peculiar circumstances attending theirseveral 
risiumptioniii by the late Government vvere brought 
fully under discussioUj the British Government pro¬ 
posed to resume them at once, and was only induced 
to concede the indulgence of a life-tenure Co present 
ineum bents at the eurneat solieitation oF the Collector 
of Khandeish, as an act of grace, in recognition of 
(he higli nuik and antiquity of the family, from which 
both the IJolkars and the Gaekwars had sprung. 
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7. Tlic of finvRrnmont huvinj? thus bf*crt idtimatcfl to tlrtr 

LrttiT to flnvrrnmrrt, Collfrtor of KJmndeish on Slst Juiic 1K27, no rcvl^iif 
Nij.^ i;w, 4tli Miinrli <if tlifi a]i[>car» on record till 1R45, when Mr. 

' ItcMj wiinnly udvonLtin^ tJic cause of the fainily ^clr 

rcELsoiis uh](:li lie cspluincd at length, su^^cj+tc'il the rcstnmtiotis should assiiinc 
mi hfrciiihiry fenure* ffov'errinjciit^ however, rejilfed that a " filial” dedHian 
liiivii)!^ hccii pawned upon matni’O delitiemtion in jiothui^ liivvio^ 

siiif'e mnirml to inviilkhifo that, dueiriion, iiiuh nmreover, ihc sirf^umoiits now 
iKliluccd by Mr* lletl heiu^^" iinwt :^utHtuctorily ilissiKiseil iif Ijy Mr. Warden (in 
his reply t<j Oovernmeiil No* 12H, of l^bth July iHd'j', but more [Kirticitlurly ho 
in the of 29tb tdciii)^ whom they hiui been suhmitted tor hi^ report on 

Oovinimviitrr|t]r tottiv fjrceediii^, no p'uuridH e^finteii for fevok- 

abivCf Nci, tif IJ/ili iiijr the juil^aiirnL orii^irially recorded ; and that, 
Aiij^iist tlierefbre, the enjoyniCJit of the vilirges of Koprel, 

Tannalif and liimalo Hlmuld not exceed n Jife-temiro, (Jiou^h the ciiiestion oi'tho 
ronttnuaiu'e or olhcrwisfi of the fourth villaj^Cj Torkhora^ mi^bt be reserved fur 
dm'ussJon on demise of hieuinbcnt* 

8. It would npi^Mir tliat these frnir villages Imd not been entered In: any of 
the Dcecsm of Suiirijams till 1811, when, on Mr. W'iirden, the jA^^ont Ihr 
SIrdani, belii^ directed by (Joverimicnt carefully to franie revised lists for 
submission to the Jluiiorable Courtof Dirct'tors, he entered tJireiMif them-—vi/. 
Koprel, Tannah, and Kumile—under No!i. fi4 iind (id, rcmaikin^ tljut—“ ThU 

gnuit lA not in the previous lists : there is a record in 
the Poona Dultur of a. n. ITdl sjjcaklii^ i>f ii.j and 
in A. n* 17*54 a division of the biurinjam took [ilacef^ 

9* The above lists, however, fraiucil by Mr* AVardc^ii, were relumed to his 
successorj Mr. Brown, for revision and amendment, who, in submitlinf^ fresh 

lists to f iov<"mriient, recoidcil under iNos. G2 and fi!i 
!hli May IHJB. tlie folloxvinj^ uilditionul iuformation ugiidnst tlic above 

entries:— 


i^tli LUccutakur h 


The nauies of these Siinnjatndsirs w^erc iiiadvercntly omitted in the 
lists of’ 1H34 and 184(), iu couserjusuce of no informutiijn hsiviug been 
obtained from the (lollector of Khandcish, as has been now done* These 
Iversons did not appear when Mr. Bljiliin^itone'j^ list wuis drawn out, but 
when lie went to Khandeisll tllcy ]jroscuh'd tliemselvcs and the tiurinjEim 
was rcsUircd* There is a rcconl in the Poona Duftiir, hearing date a. d. 
1751, which iuakcH ineution of this c^iuiiijiim. Mr» Wai dEifjj report, and the 
tinul orders of Govemnient in the case of these i^urinjamdars, are contained 
in Appendix B to this list,^^ 

10* There is also inserted in the above lists, in tlic column under the head 
of “Tenure,^’ the i-Eoiaik ** Ilcrsditary in fAs fa/iest sense ttf ifte wtirrf/' whicli, 
it must be borne in mind, was the natural conserpiencc, under the instructions 
of tlie Iltinoiable Court, of ail yiiriujaras dating as far back ae A, u* 1751. 
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11. These revtsctl lUtii (wIiU:h iiichidedf at tlie end, tlie Appendix B, eonCain- 
DusjmtclL Nd. 15 , hiig theiioiTEspoiidcnee on wliich the Bombay Goverii- 

Mjiy merit had previously rejected the daJtt^o hereditary 

tenure) were referred to the Honorable Court, and frctieraUy approved by them 
without any remark on, or exception made to these particular holdings of the 
Kuddum Banday family. And it hecoiuofl, therefore, now necessary to inquire 
ivhellier the tacit acquiescence of the FTonoi-able (hiurt in tliis particular case 
would tend to annul the previous decision of tJie Governor in Council or to 
^thc»w til at Appendix B had escaped observation. 

1!:^. It Is rnmat'ked by tJic Inam Commissioner, in paragraph 25 of hi^ 
prttch, No- dl27, of 2Jrd April 18.51, that—It is, however, quite evident tliat 
the I lonoruble Court did not notice the proceedings refcri'ed to (Appendix B), 
or otherthey would cndjunly not iiavc abstained from mention of Llmm 
in their Icto- Pfo* 15 of 1849*” 

13, It is, 1 think, placed heyurid doubt that the Honorable Court did not 

notice A]>peiidix H att!ichc<l to the Surinjani lists, ^d, poasildy, because the 
nature of Mr, Bi‘owjrs iconurks, fiP mentioned in paragrafili 9, rendered it un- 
nci tsHsary; the iiderenco from those remarks (as well as from those pncviously 
recorded by Mi'. M^irilciO obviously being, that us these grants dated back to 
A* n. 1751, lliey tamo within a chiss of Lc-nurcs fixetl by the Honorable 
Oourfs previous iiistiKctums to be ** Aeraiitttr^ in i/fe fuiiest sense of the-wonlJ"* 
Them is notliing hi the remarks of Mi% Brown of a nature piirLicularly to 
direct a tie o Lion to A]i]K!u<lix It: no nlbisionii; nia<lc to any douhtfbl p<>tnt; the 
several resumptions between a* d. I75t and a. d* aa well as the 

hnal ilooision p^issed by the Governor in Council in 1827, (confirmed, upon a 
re-agitatuni and reconsideration of the matter, in 1845,) are in no way refer[“ed 
to, Ix'yoml the brief lUeiittoii of there an Appendix; all whieli cireum- 

stiiucrs would have; come to the kn<ivvledge of the Itonoralde Court liad 
Appendix LS bem pifUuinGntly brought to notice as alone containing inforina- 
tiou which would oiiuhle the iroiiorablc Court to view lUo question in its 
pi»pei' light, and a perusal of wliicli would certainly, eis the liiam Comniis- 
sioner int>st justly assuuK'^s, have induced »otne remark hy tlie Honorable 
CJoiirt ill taking occasion U) amiul the decision of the Boialwiy Govcriimcnt 
deliborutaly rccrundwl upon two occasious. 

14. The tbllowing resolution of the Bombay OovemmeiU, under date I7tli 
June 1851, up|x±ars on record 

No iriatmctions wurc ever issued by Government for the insertion of 
these villugesj in the revised ^urinjam lists of 1844 and 1847, but they 
were inserteil by Mr, Warden in the former of these lists for the i-casotis 
explained m the following extract from the letter addressed hy Mr, Brown 
to Mr, Hart, under date 1 Jth April lasb pai-agraph 4 :— 

'^*Whcn Mr. Warden was directed to prepare aSurhijam list agreeably 
to the uistructions of the Honorable tlie Court of DJrectont in 1842, he 
colled upon the several Collectors in the Deccan to fumi^li him with a list 
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(jf Snrinjams Kiluatcr] in tlimr rcFspcctivc Collcctorates; aiu! m the list 
rccnivcul frf>iTi tlin CnJlfeff>r of KhandeiAh thd namefl ef Kojjrel, 'i'aniiulij 
and UiAiili; wi>pe sliowti as Huriiijam. On this mlormatinn^ and a!sn 
thii PtKliw!L*s wliich shuwod that these viJ lasses were a n^inaant 

of IU 1 suanient and (extrusive 8arin|am lielcl by the Kaddum Ihinduy 
hmiliy pitivious to 1751,^—Mr* Warden entered the villiijres as hereditary 
in the Sniiiijarn lists which he submitted lo Goveninieiit on ‘29tli Decein- 
Ticr iy44. Afterwards, when Cl over ntneiit entrusted to me the doty of 
revising the lists originally prepared by Mi'* Wanlen^ T put the jnevious 
cori^sjTondeiKM! Ijetween that gentleman and Govcmnieut, in id45, ns an 
Appendix to the entries Nos* (J3 and 03^ notiehig the same in its pro[)er 
place/ " 

15* U would appear^ therefore, that Mr* Warden, in submitting Ids re¬ 
vised lists on 29th Det^cmljer 1H44, did not bring the circumstan<ies rceor-iletl 
In iiaragmpliH from 2 to 7 inclusive of lids report to the recoileetion of (Sti¬ 
ve mmont titaU;* and ilr. Urown merely did so in a bncf allu.sion to an 
Apiiimdix ftf the end, the small siio t)f which, however, compared with that of 
the pa]>er wfiereoii the lists themselves wtsre framed, may very possibly base 
tendt^ to roneeal it from view, esjx^cially as tlie attention <if (Jovcnunetil 
was in no way prominently directed thereto* It is not, therelbre, uni'oason- 
nble U> suppose that this small Apjicndix did escape observation, ami grounds 
are, moreover, gopplii^ for this assumption in the Honorable Court's subse¬ 
quent dcapatch No* 10, of 4th Fehrumy 1H52, in jiuragmpha 19 ami 20 i>f 
wliich the Honorable Court, in contrasting tlui relative merits of t-laims ttj 
hereditary tenure between certain brandies of the Kuveejuiig ^itnily,'!^ eh'arly 
lay down the ]>rjnej]dc lluit “/f;si (*^ctUhouf/h viUfTt^es wm'f; 

ffwen hitch % uur OocfTtmenf*) was fabil to a daini of an hereditary mtture, 
and staled they could ‘^oiily saiiclion an hereditary Leimve of such [JortiEiii of 
the Jagheer as remained uiiresimjed"; the remaijiing ]mrtJou might 

be continued, but otdy for life* 

(Signed) A. F* ETiiEiiiDflEj 
Acting Assistant Inain Commissioner* 

Poona^ 18M August 1852* 

• Mr. Waft km liad |iirabiib1y forgotten™ tUc existence of a ilcriiion pnasctl when he wai 
f'ib-'Secrt^tary, iiiMrly years licfani^, and Im hail un npporlutiity of corriictinp the Uat 

after the furmcr d.rGUtnrtn£iDtia ^^-eric brciii^drt to Ilia recollrrtinn liy llic GuveTtiiuunt Tefercnm 
of the S.'inl March to wliicii 1ii!f report Nu. 11.N, of the flfitli July ii a reply, llo 
fi'oubli dnuhtleasi have iMrrected the li^t, had lie hail ah npjMirtiinily afUTViariU of so iIdjij^. 
Mr* llnmii hsd the np^iortituiLvi anti ilid nut ri;;1it1y nTail himuclf of It* 

t This n'ould iijjpcftr to lx; a pn^ckvly iiaralld 
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No. 




f'rum W. 11 AWT*, Eaq.j 

Iimm Couiml^IoEicr, 

Ta A, Malet, Esq.* 

Chi<if Secretary to (loveriimciilj Bombay. 


JJittcd Poi>tuit yiiii Autjtist 

Siiij—I littYc tlie honour to reply to your letter No. 174, iluted llUli January 
the accuinpaiiimenU of wJikli litive been already returned to you with 
my jaemoiaiuiuui No. ^(>2^ datoc) liid July 1S,VJ. 

2. f be;^to eudoi^e a report on the ease to wliicli your letter uIkivo men* 
tiimrd relers, drawn up Ijy my Aciiiiyf Assii^tant Lieutenant Etberidge* the 
statements in whieh* except those tmidu in paragraph 2* a^ipeitr fully borne 
out by the evid^uee on reeoi^d regaining the Kudduin Banday iumiJy’^s 
holdmg^i. 


d. With regal'd to iiiat 2nd paragiapb, 1 may b<'g your notice to tlje fact, 
,, - „ . . . admitted by Mr, Brown in bis letter No. lUiJ* dated 

NtL tic.tv.tX July 11 til Oftolxu' IMijJj and proven by its aecompam- 
IKtl, f(i tlie.yciit for Sir- iiieids, diat previous to und in 17-^11 it was only half 
im, iiiirft|jrii|j .. jV](rmul ill thc Purgumiis of Nuiiflooibijur 


and SooJbmpoor tliat tbt= Kuddmns lieJd in ^ui-itijam* tlity could not, tbero* 
tbr^'j huve ]ii4rl the vilbiges Uiiiiale* Kopurlee (Koprel)* and TuiiUiLlij be lore or 
in that year* nor liavc had any aiUnitled interest in them, exeept to collect 
die Imlf uf the MoLu^sa llmuJ Ironi them In the same iniinner as from any 
other villages of tlio aboveiiumed Ibugunas in vibieh they were situatisl. 

4. According to tiie :u:c:oiint^ now brought forward by tho Agent with his 
Icthir No. 349 of iSoJ* tlic villages above mentioned are sliown to have been 
iiist giuntcd as follows :— 


1, Uunalcj iti A. i>. i752-b3. The ivholc revenues assigned as ** reward” 
{or ffijl) to Madhowiiio and Trinibuk Kuddum* but widmut guamnU'e of 
herctlitary tenure. (See aceonipaiiimcnts 3, 4, und 5 of the Ageiit^n report 
No. 349 ofl«5l.) 

2, Kojnirlee, and 3, 'rainiah.—Assigued to Anituttao in a. n. 17G2; con* 
lirmed us hereditary Inani in a. d, 1704*G5 to ilie same perstm, (See accoin* 
punimetii 6 of ditto.) 


Instead, therefore, of stating that it does not clearly appear whether or not 
these villages were held before a. D. 1731, Licatenant Etheridge should have 
stated that it did dearly apjxzar that tlicy were not authorisedly held previous 
to tliat year. 

6, The Stniuds, &c. quoted by tlie Agent (accompaniment 7 of ditto) do not 
show when Torkhera wiia first granted; but it was resumed frem Mudhowrao 
and granted to Amiutrao Kmldum Sunday in a. d. us part of a fSurin- 
Ja* 
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jam in which also tiu; nbovn viliases (]^ 2| and 3> wcro this year iiidndcdi 
tUon^^U tiuy were rrno^riisei) in aa Itiiun hukliii^s. 

f>* It will be seen firom the roinainrler of lieutonunt EtheHd;;^c"!} rcfKirb 
that fis alJ the v jJJa^^es Jiad Iwmii runfiHCated beloje llie intruduction of the jne- 
Hijnt (joveiiJTuriib the date ol'their orij;inuI [^nmt clfieff uot inneh I 

have, linwtivci'j eomidn’ed it right to notice the ubovr: t'aeU, as it has been iii- 
eoiR^elly asserted that the rdlagcH arc jtnrl of a Siirinjann old<a than 1751 
wliemis it is beyond doubt that nothing but fmitisfaii nnnil upon twu 
gimais at lar^e, in wJueh tliese viJluges happened to be sjtuab^d, wus lield by 
the Kuddmn family up to a, d. 1752-53^ 

7* 1 diall now proceed to more partieidurly notice Mr. Drowjfs letter 

No. 341-) of Iflol, referred to mo for my observations with your icttc-r inuler 
reply ; Mr. Ui'ownV letter is a rejjly (g my report No, 3127, diitc^d 23rd 
April 1N5L 

H. With (Icfercnce to Mr* Brownj 1 fed it ne<’<‘cssary to stato that hir^ 
opinions are so vaguely cm pressed that I am at a loss (leterminc 
wliat they are ; hut I gather that he Intends to argue tiom his 13tii and Idlli 
paragraphs that the entries Nom. (t2 and of his vised list of Tii-st Chjss 
SurinjamH arc correct mid siifhcieiit; that the Kuddmn taniily should have 
the lumcfit of the Surinjam KtiIcs extended to them on account of tJic viilugrs 
entered in the lists; and tJiat those Smhijam Kules woidd guarantee liiclr 
Icimtc as “ hereditary in the fullest sense of the word.’^ 

lb T)ie ritviscd list ^ccmis to have utterly ign^vred the existence of Torkliem 
and its holder, though it is, apparently, of precist'ly the same degree of title, 
and part of the same property, as the three village's admitted obtained, t{io, 
in the same way, since the introduction of the j>r'{.'sr.'»t fjcwei'innciit, by u 
member of the same family. This cjrnission will no doubt caurtc extra diJli“ 
rulty and confiisioii Ilia case id ready sufhciently confuEcd, when the death of 
the holder of Torkhcra revives the question of its tenure. 

10, In my 8th piragraph nbgvc t have stated what I believe IMr. l^rowii 
intends to argue by his letter No. d-llJ, of the ] 1th Ochdwr 1851. 1 shall now 
enclcavour to exjilain my opinion as to bow far he is boi'iie out in his aiguincnt; 
and first, as to the entries of Nos, 62 and r>3 of Ins revised list of First Chi^s 
lieruditavy Surinjums being correct and suflicient:— 

1.—The 6tb erduinn of this list prof eases to exhibit “ the immes of the 
villages comprismg the Sorinjam/'and under Nos. G2 and 63 this eoluiiiii 
exhibits tlie names Uunalo, Kopurlee (or Kr>prel), and Tannah. Column H 
professes to describe the date of the original grant, and this, with regard to 
the villages named above, is givj^ as Irfare a. n. 1751, though it is, as 
1 have observed, admitted by Mr. Brown, in his letter No. 340 of 1851, and 
proved by records translated by him, tliat none of these three villages were 
granted iilL ajlcr that ycai',*iurd then not hi lieu of any provions Surinjam. 

IL—The 2nd coluEim of tJjc list professes to give the name of tbe original 
grantee of each viUagej and there axe five grantees attributed to Uuaah; 



^rPENDIX A. 


Id 

iinilor No, aii<l ono lo Kojmrlee (Koprel) ond Tannah ^nder No. C3; 
wiiRrcaii tlif! ^^unndH and accounts transmitted ljy Mr. Brown with hia 
letter Nt>, 34d of IKril show lliat tUero wero two grantees of RunaZ^\ 
Mftdhowrsto and Trimbnkrao, rwMit** of whom are named among the five 
granti'cs asserted under No. (i2 of the list. 

I LI.—111 the I4tli eoluiuiij of ** Keniai'kti/’ Mr Brown writes as tbllows 
under No, (i‘2 ;— 

^'Tlie names of tliesc Surinjamdars were iiiaiiverlently omitted in tlie 
(islj; of 1H34 smd 1S40, in consei|ueuoe of no infurriuition having been 
oijtuiiu'd freni die C^oHector of Khamleisihi as has now been done,’^ 

Tftis I St paragrapli of Mr, Browii'it remarks'* implies two statements,— 
timt information luid been tiiadvcilcntly withheld fmia the Agent; und 
that if tills had not been widiheldj the names of the pci'sons mentiom-d 
rn (he revJjscd list won Id liavn rightly appeared as those c^f SurmjaindHirs in 
the prt^vioMK ones of 1M34 and lW4tl, 1 am obliged to record my opinion 
lliaL Irotlr of thi'so stfitements, whether direct or iinpUed^ are incon’ct'l:— 

]\Ir* ^VWden’s very clear and Hoflieicni report, No, 128|. dated t?til;li July 
IH-h'j, show:>i that there already tti the Commissioner's Buftur which is 
iotiged in the Agent’*? UlUce at Poona, and in the Pushwa's Duftur, 
cicnl inronTiution rcgiirding tlie Jn queatjoti to show under wJint 

iinpivssicHi they had hcen given up fiy Mr. Chaplin ; 2iid, it is clear tUattlio 
meire ijifcM iiiatioii. that e^aihl have been thrown on tlie matter, the more 
c^ciirly it would have ap[v;ai'cd that Ciovemment had already tinully derided 
on iho claim of the Kuddnin family to the contlntiaiice of the villages, 
and Hiat they should not have Ik^cu entered in any list of hereditary 
+Snr injams. 

The ncNl. pai'ogi'aph in Mr. Browifs remarks is,— 

** 3’licse persons did not a|^poar when Mr. Flphinstones list was 
drawn up, but wht^n he went to Khaudciah they juesci^tcd themselves, 
ami the Sminjam was restored." 

The whole of ih\?y paragraph is incorrecL The facts ;<tated in parograjih? 
3 to H of my foniier report, No, 3127, dated 23rd April IHjI, show that the 
KmUhima were early applicants, and that their application for a Snriiijam 
vv:is negiitiveil by the Cummisstoner in a. j>. 18111, just os mucli as by the 
final orders uF(jovernmeut in a, d, IK27, 

The next paragraph of Mr, Brown's remarks is,— 

“ There J9 a record of the Poona Duftur hearing date Esunay Klmmsuiii 
(a, d, 1T61), which makes mention of this Suriujam.'* 

This is both incorrect and insufificieTit,’—'incaiTCCt, in Leading to the idea 
that die villages cmuncrated in colutiin (i were mcnlioncd. os burtujam in 
any account ro old as a. ji, 17 ^ 1 ; msiiBiclent, ia omitting all mention of 
iheir himl coufiiK^ution, wkiv/f, even had they bcea do giuutetl, teoMt acc&rd- 
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inff to thr Iftmor&hifi Conrt'^ ot-dcrSf have prt'ciutl&I thtm hthig t&^nrdffl 
its Viass SurlnjamK. 

Tito cloHln^ of rcmarlcs is as followH r — 

“ Ml * Wnrtldii's rejiort, ami llio final oriUp.ru of fJovcramtTil in the case 
of these SurmJsiiiiiIarSj are eontainecl Jii Appendix to this list/’ 

The Htiiteinnit luadc in this ]iani|^raph is hternlly conect, Imt it is so 
expressed A9 to eonvey the idea tlmt Mr. thrown appfiuled to the Apj>c[idix 
lie ruentioiis, ns if it would he found to Imir ojtl M<* j'ltsiicK? of the entr^ (tt^d 
Ttmarfis ahove noiieeil. If Mr, Brown had the Kli;rhtest limt that 
the final deeision of (jovernniciit would he fijuud to ut rtirittnr^^ with his 
(^ntry of tlic viUages an an lieniilitary Suriiijam} it ml^ht tio said that he^ 
had hroaj^lit the ca^e snfHeientJy to the notice of (^ovcrnninat, foi‘ in tliat 
ease (jovcniaient would have jirobably <'(>nsidert^il it ufitessaiy to refer tit 
the Appendix ; but, as it all that any one could iiatiiratJy understiind 
froTn the mention by Mr. Ihowu of the fortner fleeision, won hi be that U 
ims his aut/io7-itfffor Me statemeAts mads in the list* 


11. On ilie aljijvc groundfi, I amohligcd to stat(^ that f cannot help ermsi- 
dering that Mr. Brown has hi his letter iVo. ,^49 of IM'il inldnreil Jiothio^ to 
show that the entries of Nos, (*2 and fid of'his revised list of Miiit Hunn- 


jams were cither correct or i^ufiicaetit* 

12. U may be ^aid that the admissiou of thesij go-nilh^ First f’lass 
Surinjains into Mr. llrowifs revised list w^us eauKcd by M r. Wiirdeifs rms'S'k^lit^ 
and so it iippt a I':* to have been, in tile fii'Ht place; Ihr that oHicer I'ntcred as 
Nos, G4aiid (io of liU Tirstthass list of 1W44 tlie same villnjres, hut wlien bk 
attention was afterwards dmwii to their liistory by the (hwcrnmeiit Icttei' 
No, ld70. Jilted 2tith March lH4o, he furuished the repirt No. 12S of lB4oj 
anti if he had theii^ or Fitibsetjucntly, hml the op[}oi'tunity of rewisin^ his own 
list of 1W44, he woiildj doubilessjiave corrected thin entry, 

13, When the duty of revlsiiiLf Mr* Wiiixlci/s lists ivas entrusted to Mr, 
Brown^ OoverntnenL jyiust liiivi' intended tliat he shoiihl I'firrect them whc'rc 
they were fomyl to reejuire correction, and not that he should i-etain the in- 
correctentricHj und i-icrely insert in an znconsjdcuoiis Apj)tfndj,\ jiiiiJcr^H wliii-li 
wiuild dis[irove thcui, and tJiat witliuiit drawing any alteutlon to the Apjiendix 
except if appealing to U fur the iiori'cetncss of the list. 

14* What renders this the more uuaccouutablc is that Mr, Warden's co^'s 


04 and G5 were specially noticed in partigrajihii 13 and 14 ol' the Government 
letter, No. ISDfh dated UtU May 1S4G, to Mr. IJmwn, by which that o I lice r 
was ordered to revise Mr, Warden^s work. Nay, one of the points on wliit'li 
Mr, Brown was parliciilarly directed te fiimish in formation was whether dm 
Surinjam No. bo (Kopurlei^ or Koprul, and Tannah) **has tekhoul iMfrntjftion 
heen in the i}ossrsston of this family (ECiiddiim Banday) from die year 1731 
15, Tlira c]ucKtion Mr* Brown lias not answered otherwise than to lead 
Govemment Inevitably to believe that the coutjuuiuicc liad hc^it uninteTrapted; 
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and thonjrli Up ftjrwardpd an Appendix wliieli, if roii(l would have 

sliowj] that ikere liud bepii ]uteriiij>tk>n and ervon iinaJ hu ka$^ 

lint rifily^ above iiotiecflj mentiuiied till a Appendix as bearing out, nitheL' 
tlinn disproving the IdpH of contlnuunpc, bnt in pai'Ugiapks 12 and V3 of his 
reply* 17W*diiteJ 2f>th Ootulior 1H47, wken sped ally replying to the Refer¬ 
ence m!i;ardjng lliis case^ iiistfead of noting its striking peculiarity, lie merpty 
refers to Nos. 62 and 63 oflib re^fised list; and, instead of calling attention to 
the Ap]}e]idix, leaves (loveniment to litid nut what tliey like from it, nowhere 
ulludiiig h> llie Appinidis a? neressary, but, on the contrary", giving it to bo 
undersbiod tiuit the in form alio n m tfnifahutfir stalatucfU that is necesiiary 
to nnahio (jrovpriimcnC t^i decide on tlie merits of each case. 

IIL Wliiit I here allude to is Mr, Browns assertion of the surticiency of the 
tabular lists tl ionise Ives, contained in I'lamgra]?!! 3 of Ids letter tti Ciovernment, 
INo. 173, dated 2bth (October 1H47, in theibilowing terms:— 

lb 1 trust that I Iifivc fniniF^l these lists in as complete a inatiner us 
tlio records of the Poona Duftur have enabled nitt to do; and under the 
lii-atl of remarks 1 have given a succinct accr>unt of cbjcIi f^urinjaindar > 
ttvj"' my object ill doing Sfi was b> enabitt the Jfonorable the Governor 
in Gmincil Ui obsi'cvp, ot a glanctr, the right and title of each of these 
{Ihiel'uiins, without having to ti'uco tJiRuigh along letter for this iii- 
(iinnatioii, itc.” 

\\ fui, nllci nuiding this, would c\pnct to find that the “ remarks" and the 
only “ long letti-r'" niCLirdcd aliont this tiise would be ibutid wholly irrecon- 
dlablc ? And, not collecting this, who would not imtiirnlly Imvi: been led to 
consider the iiitinnialion rccordc;d in the list enough, without wading ill rough 
uii Ap[>eiu3l-V, frameii in the most dlHiciilt [>ossib1e manner, to fmd Olie^a way 
through I It is evidently thus that G oven uncut and the Court of Directors 
have hitherto been led to assent hi the entries JNhjs, 62 and 63 of Mr. Browifs 
j^evisad list of pii^st Class hereditary ^oriiijams. 

17* 3'be peennd argument which, ! believe, 1 rightly ascrils* in my flth 
paragrajdi above to Mr. Brown's letter No* 34J) of 1851, is that even now', 
noLwi til standing alt that Government has ht^en made aware of, the Kuddiim 
family should Imve the benefit of the Kurinjum Rides extended to them* To 
this i atii aware of no uhjcction, provided any Surinjatn Rule can be discover¬ 
ed to benefit such a case as theirs. Their holding, whatever it may lie ealM, 
i.s a temporaty nllDtinent, siuictioned by the indulgence of Government in 1827 
as a tife-graut; and with no otlier title, (hat I can than what was then ex¬ 
tended to it. 1 beg to refer on this point hi Mr. Warden's report of 1845, 
iitid bieutenatit Ktheiidgo^s now sufimitted. 

18. The last of Mr* Brown's statements SiCems bi be that the Surinjani 
1 biles would gimranteo or admit of their tenure liring cfmsidcred hereditaify 
in the fullest sense of the word. I cannot fiml a single line of any Rule by 
which such a confiscation os that which is shown to have taken place with 
ri'gard to the Kuddi^ holdings, whether Inam or Surtnjam, could be regarded 
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nK ■>tb4!rwi!^r than wholly fiiliil fo nny of titJn^ and I lia^c rin doubt t!iat 
Imd (jfo^t'nnntnit nfriilvt'd a roniit t (tiid to\i\y to titeir rjiuiittioii 

jUi^Lirdlr]^ this very fhmily s iJussuHsiouh, (put t<^ iV1ir» l^j'i>wn at tlie tdusc of 
jianxi^uph 14 of their Jetter of IHddi) inatead of beinff l(id xn !jUppi>HO 

wlisit wart not the euse^ they w'onlJ hiivo ordeird the so-called iSurjnjAni hi l>e 
f'vpiiiiLjud fi'ijni tile lirtt, and Jiuve refused to alter tlio deeirtion of Mr* Elpliin-^ 
(h> vein 111 I'ot derlared in a. b. 1H:27* 

1^>. i nii^ht udd rtiueh to the above obscrviition^ but fear thfni;^!n. 

niijiistjfiiibly ti'iliourt: idl, thei-cfire, tlml I shall furthei' luke the Ubcrly of 
skLtiii^ is, that lliou^h \ eamiot hdp toMKldorm;^ Mr. Hmwii U^ have ninde 
sftim'. nverslj^lds, imfl pmbaldy to have bern in eioinn nii'^led tlirou^h* 

niU, ritlier by bdrte Atwteuieuts or snppressiojt of the irndi, J have not the 
very remotest idea of uttiilaitiii^ to liini any wIsJi to xvilfnliy mislead 
t Mivernnient. 

1:10, I um iiifbniied illat there: vu-p. simie f:arti:^ eomuieted wltli the ivvised 
SiiijiiJam listSj ill whieh eriyirs and oversij;Iits have oei^arri'ii of evLNi a graver 
iiidiij-e than iJiose nuLieed in the case of the Kudduiii Ibuiday lamily. 

I Jmvo the Innnmr tfj Ik% &r. 

(8i;4!i{'d) W, llAfiT, 

Inaiu f,'oiinnU^iimer. 


4V7o or 1H-V2. 


ToW, IIart, Ksq.* 

liuim {'<mmiissioner, Potnia. 


V OT.1TIOA L 1) i;^^v ItT M V, N'i’. 


SfRj-^T am liiril'cted by the Iti^ht Honorahle the noverimr in CoTineil 
to lu'kinnvledj^e tho rcci'iin. of your letter \o* JkVi, lisiled the i?lst iihlino, 
Kubiinttin^ ytnif jvjinrt ill respeel to the ^^uriiijum of the Kuddinn Ibiiicluy 
family. 

2 . Iri reply, I am desired to eotivi^y to yi>n the thanks of (jovarnmrnt fin’ 
the labour yon have Ijcslowcd in unravelling tbl.s some what intneate ease. 
Ills Lordship in Connell is eonviiieed by your <iuar i>'|>i»rt <^f the i^rave errur 
whieh has been eommitteii in inelndju!^ in the revised hst of Siidurs (jf ]M47, 
uudt^r IVhis* bli and of Class L, as heredilui-y Surinjanis, the viUaj;eti 
of KimoJe, Kopi'el, Taniiuh, <if Iho estimuted u^^re;^ato value of 
Tfs. 3,:il 0^11^9. 

Ik Tlie lil^ht Honorable the f Jovciiior m Conneil hart rosidved that the 
above entries shall at oiiee be cspiintrral from the Siuinjani lists, and desires 
me hi iidiirm you that the ipu^stion of eiiutinuing' the villages in questiun to the 
present incumbents will be considered and disposed of in the lleveliuo De^ 
purtment, wlierc the corrertpoiaJciK^e with neforeucc thei'oiu was condueted 
previous to their iiuioirtion in these lists* 
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4 - I uui at the SSI me time clesircrl to r(’<] nest that you will lejiort in dctsiil, 
ill wcpacuti! Iftttii’s, at your conv erne urn, npiii ciU'h of the (‘s^^^fs hi tlir ri-visci] 
Siiriiijank lirits, with rufcminu to whinh yon state ill your last that 

you liuvc been inroimed emiriii junl oversi^hU oi even u graver nuliirtt ilisui 
till! osie now brou“;lit to noLlee o\jsL 

5. I uin iilso dircdcil to acknowledge tlin ri'ceijit of your repnt, N o, ms, 
(luted llu- :!fith ultiniOj and tii jufiirni you that the duim i^elulive U> iJse village 
ot'Torkhei'U will be dii^jiused of in tlie itevunue Uejiailiueiit^ 

I have the hoiiuuv to be, &e. 

^;>igiied) A* AlALiri’, 

Botitbit/f Cftstl(‘t 2-tfA iUqtkmfjfir ('hief SeejrelHtry. 


i'lrlrfict Pi/rae/rftjiii:^ 20frtmi a Brspritch frotn the f/onoratfic the Coiu t 

of Direriorx, fhtf f( the May, No. 127 of 


Para. Ilh From a eonijiaiison of Mr. JFarts reports on tliis subject with 


Itcaalt Ilf the iiiijiiirii^i^ 

rr!i:|ie[lill|^r £jf die 

JLiiiihiy fmnily, 
JiiirLinji]^ U'l imJ in 

t'liLSh J. uf Mr. l!irunif:t]]!it. 


those of Mr. lirown, it would iscem that uLtliongli the 
lour villages claimed by tliu Kudduin Banduy htmily 
were known not to Imve been in their possession 
previous to iTfil, three of ihesi'- villages wem never- 


lln'li'Sh, by sfjlile rojistmetloii w'lileli we t'annot understainl, cotisideretl to 


lijtvi" " Ibniicd :iu iiit(?gral fmt"** of a large Surinjam held prior that date, 
and wese, (Uereliire, inserted iti Class !. of the revised lists as hereditary, yince, 
howl WIT, file Jaigo Burinjani in qiu'Siion t'orisrsled solely of a jxjrtion of the 
rvi oksissa Uimds of Oio Pnrgunas of ?ihmdoorbar and Soultanpoorf it eoulrlnot 
jjossibly include any villages. The villages in ijiu^tion were not jiurt of this 
Bin iujam, but wore gruiiled, one in the two others in I7fj:2, luid then not 

in eoiniuIllation of any previous Burinjatn, The lour village's, moreover, had 
been coiifTSoah^d by the Fesliwu, On tlie gnmneJ of rebenioii, Iietbre the break* 
ing (jut of the ^vai'ii Tlie family had, therefore, ito eiaiin tube again put in 
posttessiou of them alter tlie conquest. In consideration, liowevcr, of liieir 
tbnner rnak and importance and their distressed circumstances, the viUuges 
were restored to them on lifn-tenur<*j but the insiTtion in Class b was altogether 
erroneous, and rcUccts discrc;dit on the manner in wlikh the lists were pre- 
piited I nor eaii w^e exem|jt Mr. Brown's most unsatisfactory letter of exjilana- 
lion, dated Hlh October i8i>l, fmm similar censure, 

ao. The claims which tJie family may imve to furllier liberality you propose 
taking into conHidcTutioii in tlm Itcvenue Department. 


* Fturai^apU 11 of Drowu^s letter ikted lltb October ISfil. 
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Ni?. ^'27 

From Captain T. A. Cowma, 

Asslsiani Iitani Commissi oner, 

'}\f \V. 11 All T, Ksc|., 

liiAm Commispioiier. 

D/tfvtf Pvoifdj 2ir^t Stpif:mhc/ 195 "’* 

Sm,—T have tho lioiiour to f^nbinh for yonr oim si deration a oaso in 
wlueli f lOvuTnmeiii and ihe Ckmsrt of JHrculors liavo, owini^ to cminootis 
jiirorniaTioii, boon led to sanction Uie tiereditury ooulinnanoo of I wo 
t'lirinjaiii viih»|'os in ivlinudeisli^ whieli hml bf^en jirovionsly drelared a 
lifi'-lioldin^ oiily^ uiid wUinfij iimlor Ihu Siinnjaiti Ktiles h\ forri-j cannot, 
as far as I t:an sec, bo possibly viewctl in any oiber ll^dtt. 

tj* At tlicj rtitrodiH'l Eol! of the Ilrilisli Ci<^%'cnin]ciit .^/fproshwiir HixLt 
Mnihpliiir Wits found hi tln^ possession of a FaiTiin- iillowauoer of ilio 
estidinleti VLiItic of |?s. 1,000 pi?r iric’tismn,—jit least II is imiint probalda 
tliiU ]io uas sEi fonmlj sis the? t^oinmissionerj I\Tr* Klpbinstone, adniitted 
tin? edaim as a Jife-liuldii]!^. An cxtr;iet iVoiri Mr. KiphinstoncN lists of 
\r o, ISfS is annexed (A), showin?,^ tin; deciision to have been—To he 
eonijjjitcil/’—lliiri beiti^ t!io remark ciilercd agaiu>l lifo'^railts, all IHTu- 
diliiry ones beinj;' invariably so spoeified. 

;k Fmm 1819 to 1931 the holding remained wilfi M[)reshw*ir lUxit, 
and ill 193 [ it was viewed, as by Mr. l^iphinstone, as a Eifr-grunt, and, 
!iH siudij was embodied in llio Snrinjam iists franusl in tiiai year, I'Xiiaui 
from wliicb is auiicxed (H). 

d* From 1831 to 18)S Moresfliwor Tlixil eoalinned in llic jpossession 
of the allowaoec mi the above tumire, lint in the revisit! li^ls prepared 
l>y Mr. ISrown in tlje latter year llio bolding waw iiielndi'd as No. 2 in 
lliiPi ** liist of SIIrifijnmi^ regarding wdiiidi ijxi-eptioiis to llu: Rules might 
bo niado/' and whieli wore recommended for eLmtiJiuaiieo on heredi¬ 
tary tenure. 

T). Tlio reasons for reconitnendini^ tiio aUerahtm were alibvdod in 
the c<dumn of Remarks” of Tiist II.,. in whieb iMoreshwnr Lbxit*s 
name was entered as No. 1<>, The Kitnii<I of iVltiresli war J Hit it, datetl 
A* 1 ^ was sUitucl in these remark's to be registered in the 

tVsbwa’s Dnfinr,” and it was added—it (^jK'cifies (ItLU 
'should he eonsidert'd hereditary.” 

J ji 
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(i. CovfTMTTif'iit tlo nnt J^cfm to liavt; bucn salis^find oftlio projiriety of 
ufi tillorulMiii in tlir Irniin; hy wliicth tills and other loid 

broil provion^Iy Itrld, for J'lirtfinr ex]donation wa^s ralical for, and allonf- 
otl Jo a Iriliiilar ^talrnirnl" <^ojihiining Iho ftillowin^ explnrialion of 
thr rra'tiniiH fni rrtJtaiimriKlin^ tlio alteration of JMorcsliwur Dixifs liold- 
\tig from a life to an horijUitary ^rani:— 

fiioThrr iff tlio ancfislor of this incnjithent was a sister of ihr 
iiiotlier td Hallajfrr Uujoi! Rao, atid lliu wordiiif^ of i|io Sunatt cxpri'tsly 
inrrilioiis that lliis Knrinjain slintilfL alway^^ <andinut‘d 

on hereditary iL-nitri’, which to llic rlaiin of this indivi¬ 

dual that liin Jay,l]eer slionliL oontitiuod hereditarily^** 

7. Undor the fore^oino oircuinslanoes, the t\niTt of Dfreelars sane- 
lioued the hereditary contlniiaii.ee of the alhtwaiiee (imleech (hey eoulcl 
iiotf on the* ovjdeai-e iKdore thirin, have doiUMitherwise) in tlie .17tli para- 
^nipli of their despaleli No. in^ciated the tl'ind JMay L8I9, as folJows:— 

‘‘No-2, MoTesliwnrT>isil.—Ill tliis ease llie Snnud is of llie dale of 
iTCdi, bill is staled to c^ontaiii (wiial is rare in s(o:h ease^) distiiirt ivords 
ol riilierilaoee. 'This Hnrinjaitij tliereforej should be hereditary.^’ 

K. [ have obtained fruiii the Agent copies of llie Mcnind and doeiimcnts 
on whicdi lise Tueoininendalioa ipioted in paragraph ti of this< letter was 
luadi^ by Mr. iJrowii, and L find that they do ttoli rotiiaiti crvn ttti o/iff.'iiiot 
til htyrdttfirt/ Utniii'.; that the allowance shown in the lisis ar^ a Hnriii- 
jaiTi is distinctly entered as a “ Nonmonk^^ (allowance;) ; ami that it Is 
entered not as a iiiem *' Neiiiiiook'* (allowance)* bill as one (sxpre.s^ly 
granted for the expenses of a I'alkee to an iiidividnal wlio^ at the time of 
tlicj grant, was in charge of disirielSj and, as siieli, considered entitled to 
a Ihdangnin^ 

I have obtained the original Hunnds from JMcrcshwiir Dlxil ; they 
correspond with (he copies tecidved fr<nii the Agent, and arc duly 
registered in die Pcsliwa's diai'ie.s, Moreshwur lljxil has other docu- 
nieiils in his po^^sessloii] all of the same naitiie, and ail jjroving clearly 
what I liave slated in the pamgruph. 

10. 'riiere can bo, I believe, no doubt ■whatever that a l*alaiiqiiin 
allowance iievc" was considered or granted as hereditary, thmigh it 
was, aa in lid? case, often ra-f^/ufilcd to sons or dcseendanls for their 
lifetitne, where their ciremnstances were such as lo render sneh ru-gmnl, 
in the ojdnion of llic troveminenl, ciiher advisabje or ntteessary* 'I’lte 
Court of Directors have fully recognised and laid Joivu this rule in the 
48th paragraph of their despatch No. f>, of the 21st January 1852, (copy 
of which accompanied the Revenue Secretary*? letter No. yDOl, of the ytli 
Afay 1852 ,) relative to jhe Ihdanqnin allowance "raided to ihc late 
Dallajec I'ltnt Nuthoo, and snbseqneittly improperly declared hereditary, 
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blit wlijitb liic Court have drcidoiJ iiitisl bii tlisconiitiuof] at Lbo Jcaiti ol 

lil^ soil, iLu pri'^i^iil 

LL. TUo copH'51 of H 11 nlids referred to in parn^rupli S ns obtained 
frtnn tlic Afi^unt), nnd which have been found to otirrc^poiu! exactly wilh 
ihe rej^isloreil firi^itiala, si rite iileri'ly that the allowaoer in robi? rrf^iilarly 
cijjoyocl, liifi words used beinf^ “ Neheiiicc ^het jamV* ^IT 3 tt^)- 

Covornincut have already had occasion to |ioiiil out the mnaning und 
force of the word Nchemcc^’^ jit tiic of a Wurshaaun allowniico 
i luJnitaL as herediliiry, but crntitlod to no such consideration* (Vide 
Ki'vcjiiic SecroiaryN letter No. of I lie 7 tIi Deeciriber ISli).) 

Iri. As coiineeled with this nllownneej though not at all aifeeling its 
iftitHri'i t may mention that it is silio\vrt hy the revised Siiriiijaiii lists 
(No. lb, Class n.) Uj consist of two Villages ill Kliandeish,—Shemsgaiiui 
ami l^iinpren,—valimd In the Mth ciilumn of the lists at lls. dDl-o-ii j hut 
a referenre lo iJiej IMurnlhee dEjenniciUH received from the Agnit (vido 
paragrapli S) hofi shown the J^alaiupiitt allowaiiec to consist not only of 
a (the li'il-s show The whole villa^^^‘^) of the rcvciiiies of thesr two 

'.iltagesj bni of an anniiri! money allowance of Its. 11-d-i), wiuc'ii 
!Mo!-ti>.hwiir tJixil is at jirescnt in the receipt offrom the treasury of the 
t\illector oJ JCiundcish. 

I have the honentr to be, &c. 

(Signed) 'I'. A. Cowi^mt, Oapinin, 

Assistant Jnaiu Cuuiiniijsjoner. 

A* 


froiti the Siab^mcni ^hatvluif tlm wJftffheiTHf or in Im/ ttf 

tif iiC i'vfttitiutd in the Country ^o/rqHered Ihe Veahtjctt / pyc- 
prircii htf J\h\ l^iphfHUofiii^ 



(True extrael) ('l>iir copy) 

(Signed) R* Ki;ays^ (SigiictI) ^LV A. Chiu i-uit, ( ^ipL, 

Acting AgenU As^istuut Juani CtsiiiinUj^ioaer 
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from thti l.ht i\f SftT'mjtfmit fjrmitcd hetwrm the Cvnclnsion of the 
Tri^oUf of lifinsrlfi fttui thf^ At-erMbm of the firiii&h Ooi'eTHtnimt into the 
Dfixoit, to TfSifttK^d Oil the iimik of the J^reitent iHcamhttU - prenared 
bt 


rtf Tttn 

ISitn 

t 

1 i k'qhllL ■ 

h]hliTtt4i1r4] L'Okil 
\'LlJfl4V 

rur inkklikfr IIm^ 
Ill'll lit, tin nvHii-[|4il by llu' 
Sn]c: lNil[kiikia'iili>iiE‘i' iit 
i thu 0t'Ci'41]J, 

iIrrEiiiitks. 


A. [1^ 

Hh. iL. Ki. 



Mrirx'ijhwiiir DKil ^leHmliur, 

IJflli 

o!>:t 1 II 

To ht* < ontiniiL'(1..... 

i h r ■ 


(Truu txlriicf) 

(SijrtieilJj R, k^:AYSi, 

cling AgcnI. 


(Trufs cc»[iiy) 

(HignoLl) A, Ccici4ii», Crt[>i,, 
A^sUtniit fnarti C<iiiiiuiif!*tt>jicr. 


Nu. 1 tO-3. 

r'cniji W. Baju', 

liKini 

To A. Maj.iMj 

Chief ISiccrulLiry 1i> liiivcnimcnt, Boinliay, 

. Daii'tl Pootttiy ^'2nd Sejfftcmhcr 

[ have till! Eionotir to submit for the ccjnsUcmliDn of Govern- 
mcQl ii IcUcT from my AssIstiUit CipTiihi t'o\\r| cr, No. elated Sllsl 
Wcplombcr couluining itiformalion of a very mrtling nalutc. 

2. ntiverniniriit are, vif* staled by CaplEiiii f'owper in his 1 hb para- 
"TAjih, well aware ihat iho word “iVt'/itwice” convoys no moaning of 
co[Uinuance In perpelaily or of hercdilary leniuo, but it was certainly 
not by liny carelessness on the part td (lovernmcntj or by fiteir losing 
sight of llio real meaning of lhai word, lliai the grave error deteeied by 
CapUiin (’lowper was snfl'cred (nolwitlislamling the doubts aud hesita¬ 
tion evirifled by bodi (Government and the Honorable Courl} to tmns- 
inolc Alorcshwiir Dixh^fi PiiLinqnin allowance into an hereditary Hn- 
linjam. Had the Agent, iu staling the grounds for Jiis asscriion that 
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llic gran I was by Huiiiul Ppecjficully guaranteed as liorcditary, staled 
Ihnm as to lot it bo uiulurstaod that ho was inisiiiterpTeting llio word 
“ Nelumrine’^ into bearing this mcaiimg, tlien (Tovctnmcni woiikl liavo 
been in a to deter,t Iiis error j but no nueli chance was aOcirdcd 

to novcTiijnent. A rercrence to Captain tJowper^s^5th and Olh paragraphs 
shows that iht^ Agent in one place assorted as a positive fact that the 
Simnd foi the alhiwaneis “ speer/tes tlial the grijinl slionld bo considerod 
and that allljongli in aiuslhor the word Noliemee” is 
i|noted by the Agent, it is qnolod so that Cioverumont could only 
Imagine that JT was pnt lit apposition wilh the word ‘‘always,” (which it 
docs explain fairly enough in the usual aecoplation of ** always,” i. c. 
as meaning ‘‘cuer," bat not “ for ever/’) and not with llie senlenee wliicli 
follows it* As ?\lr, l?rown’s explanation stands (ptotod in paragraph li 
(d tins accompanying letter, it tan only be underntood to assert dial the 
S[;riiid exjtressly nieniicms nof. otffp that tlie ahow^aricc shanlcl always 
(“ Ntdieince”) he r<jiiLiniicd, bnl, fitrUtfT, that it provided for its ron- 
tinuanee being ArrcdfVfiry, ft was evidently this latter asJscrtion ahttc 
fhut settled the ohjf‘etions of n{>vernin(?ut, ami proclnded ail hesiialiori 
on the part of the Moziorablo Court forlfier than a natural expres^sion of 
wonder at the anomaly oi’ llie case ; yet it now turns out lo be an asscr- 
lion ilis|nrcjved Ijy the? tSnnnd on which ji ajjpears to liavc been basisd. 

IL The faetfi, nomlioncd in (yapialn C.\t\vj}Or\s iStli paragm]>h do not, 
it is true*, a fleet I In* rntf nalnro of Ihc allowance! as it to have been 

described, hill they seem very sorioitsly to Impugn ita clmraeter as a 
]>cf]riaiiciit Surinjaiiij teven were thi'VC nothing else todo ho), by i^howing 
lliat wiiat i« so called consists of mere assigniiimits of revenue ami: a 
easli payment iVoin the treasury, void of even iffc primn fariv jrermanency 
<tf a landed estate; and whether or not they may bo taken as ad'ccting 
tho character of the they do grievously aHhct that of the 

revised t^nrinjain lists. 

1. As it cannot for a moment be supposed tliat Mr* J?rown could 
iiave liad Llic remotest intention of miHleading (loveramcnt in this case, 
1 cannot help supposing that lio must have been misled by the reader 
or other person of whose asslsiaticc he may have availed himself in 
drawing up his English reports and statements from the Alurathee papers 
in his ollicc; ami if that jjerson was one necessarily acquainted with 
the Muralhcc language, he miis^t have intentJonally milled Air. Jlrown, 
and thus ejected a fraud of tfie nature untieipatcil by (lovcnimciil in 
paragraph 130 of ihclr letter to the Agent, No. 1890, of the 9tli May 
1810, as quoted below 

“Re-opening the question of the character of these grants prcscnls 

an opportunity for tlic commission of fraud and deception which the 

greatest caution and vigilance on your part alone can prevent*” 
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5. As my Assislnnt’s s(ali:monl nf all the cj^scniially jm|iOTlant 
jn the case of llie aJIowanco notjeud hy him in the accompanying lellrr 
is jHo full that any remarks upon U will probably appeal* hu peril non I 
shall oijiy state, in addition^ my humble o|nnian that Captain Cowper 
has done: C»civt;rnment good service in calling attention to thii^ and olhiT 
cases of a similarly lamentable nature connected with the revised 
Surit]Jam 

I have the honour to be, Ate. 

{JSigned) W. U,Mtr, 

luani Comniissioncr. 


No, 4401 OP 1802. 

Po I. TT ic^ r* Diii‘A u'rM i r. 

To JoriN Wakumn, Rf^cj., 

Agent for Sirdars in tlic Deccan, iloinbay, 

I am directed by the Right TToiiorablo the Covemor in Conncil 
to transmit to you, in original, a letter and its onrlosures from i\tr. Hart, 
iJie liiam (Commissioner, No. 11(10, dated the 2:]nd ultimo, hi'inging In 
the notiee of Government the eireumstance of the Siirinjam of Ah^resli- 
witr lljxit Munohufj. whioti was held ori life-tentire only, Jiaving llirougli 
erroneous Information been declared an hereditary grant. 

2. I n forwarding these doeniucnts, whioli you will liave (he goodtle.'^s 
lo return with your reply, t am desUeil to annex thereto a titt ria of the 
past proceedings of Government on tlie subjeet of this grant, and to 
rei|uesL that you will lavour Govern incut wjih any explanallon wlileh 
Miay be in your power to alford as to the cause of the mif^tako that 1ms 
occurred, 

1 have the honour to be, A:.e, 

(Signetl) A. Mali:!*, 

Chief Secretary to (loveriiiiient. 

Ciittth'f Chfoher 1852 . 


To A. Mai-vh', Esrp, 

Chie^Secretary lo Government, Bombay, 

Sill,*—J have had the lionnur lo receive your letter^ Nt^ 4-101, dnled the 
iJlIi of October last, giving cover lo an origiuEil lotter, with enclosures, 
lierewitli returned, from the fnam Commissioner, suggesting that llie 
Surjiijaiu of Moreshwnr Dixit Mnnoliur, which was held on lifc'tciiure 
<mly, hris through errottcotis information been declared an licrcdilaiy 
grunt; and lo a prrets of The proceedings of the Govcrnmenil on the 
subject of tLlii grant; and desiring me to furnlah the Government with 
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aTiy nxplanfilion winch it miiy be in ray power To afford as to lire cause 
of whul is BiTppos{T(l lo be a 

3. Tlie turn linn Mubjeel lias laki'u obliges me to state, by way of pre¬ 
face, some cleiucutary raaitcr, in respect to the nature of the alicnatlona 
of land in tiio Jlccean, for wliich J should otherwise have to apologise* 

il* An h}tv}n wivf!^ originally a grant from the rich To tlio poor for his 
I'uaintctuinee ; and in sortus title-deeds lungnago seems to exhau^st itself 
in declaring the plenary nature of 1 lie grant to The grantee and “his 
heirs, male and female, for ever.” Ko abaoinle was ihe gift that the 
opinion whicfi the CoiiimisHioiicr in the Dcecan considered a sound 
one’’ {Comnijssioner to Govcrnnicnt, IMay 19tli, 182-1) as to the practice 
of the IVahwa’s Ciovernruent in rcsjH'et to lliams was, that “the holders 
could dif^posc of them by will, jn sale, or in any other way they c-Jiosc; 
ami that therefore lliere was no good reason for obliging Ibem to resort 
to any other mode [alluding to adoption] of disposing of them not con¬ 
genial with Iheir itielinalions.’ 

4, A was of two lnnil«,—one, called a Fonj Surinjarn, was 

a grant of land from the f^owrelgn 1o a noble, to enable hirii to siijipnrt 
a rondiigcrit mf troops, with which hr was hound to lake the field with 
hiK lorti [laramoMTit; Ihe oilier, ordled u Zat Sorinjati^ was a distinct 
grant to tho sumo noble, to malntajii due state and dignity ns a feudal 
Uhlefraln. Both grants were personal, and held on lifc-teniire only." 

Ck While, then, an Tnam was a gift to the poor for his maintenance, 
a was an assign meal to the noble for his dignity ; whilt; tlie 

I iiaiii wa^s a gift ** for evi?r,” the Sorinjam was an nssignment resnm- 
abli! at [deasnre, and never for a longer period than the life of llie 
grantee: while the title of an In aiiid nr was upheld by his tillc-dcedsj 
the only title of a Snrinjaiiidar was the favour of his sovereign; and It 
is. therefore, as great a misapplication of terms to talk vi an keyctiifarjf 
tlffrtiijn/ififffr us it h to talk of un pruAism^ 

t>. The Most Noble the Marquis of Ifasiings, tlie Governor Geiicrat 
of those days, ordered, on the conquest of the IVshwEds domintoiis, that 
the Mural ha principles and practice Jn this rrsjicet should be followed, 
and that every finriiijarn -sUtuild be returned at llie death of each grantee, 
and be re-granted as an act of grace" (I quote from memory). 

7. The British military system rendering the FonJ Surinjams an 
expensive and useless burden, they wffre, with the exce]ilJon of Jlio.su 
of the PiUwurdhim fani iiy, whofje position was peculiar, imrinaTienlly 
resumed, uiid Mr* Klphiustonc had then to addro.sa himself Ut the con¬ 
sideration of the question as to the disposal of tho Zul or jicrsonal 
Kurinjpuns, by which the f5tatc of all the uoblc familicii in the country 
was maiiily supported* 

H* Without, in the first iusianee, announcing the prindplcs by 
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wliick li€^ was? governedj Mr. l^lpklnatono proceeded to rt*grant tlio 
ZTit or jjcrsonal Surinjama. Some ho marked “Hereditary**; $omc 
“ May be dimiiiitthod at hj!» death*’; somC| aa id the in^laneo of DixiL 
Munofiiir now under discussiouj he left unmarked*; and some lin 
marked “ J^'or life,” 

9, But an Inam and a SuTinjam beings aa I have phowOj cjiiite dif- 
fcTcnt Ihjnga, it follows that the title to an Inatii and the claim to a 
S^nrifjjaTn were decided on quite diflercnt conaidcrationp. 

10, While an inquiry into the title to an Irmni was whether the 

original title-deed was genuine^ whether the grant had descended in 
unbroken isucccssion, or the claimant was the representative of tlio ori¬ 
ginal grantee ; the inquiry in regard to a ^nrinjam was whether it had 
been— how*ivr.r vtui/ hav<^ htirn the iftter^al dixiurhett — 

granted by the dynasty wliich the Britisli (jovernment sueceededj nr 
whether a stronger prescriptive title had been establisliod by the ability 
to trace the original grant to the Rajas of Satlnra or the J^Taliomcdan 
rulers of the Deccan, 

11, While the latter were to l>c considered “ iKueditavy in the 

fullest sense of the word,” (see letter of the Court of Directors to the 
fiovernment oj Bambaj-j October ^3Gtli, J 812,) “ much eousideratiunj” 
Mr* Kipliinstonc said, “ was due” to the former, not because tjie 
grantees could prove a title from ihe Dnfiur, bxit bccausie, though “ kept 
in inlud, by the esaclion fd i^erviec, as well as Uy tnnfiaiomnl Texftmfdiottjfj 
of the real nature and c^ttent of their tenure,” they were tfw “ rtc/ivfl/ 
jtoxsesfiors of and boeaiisc il was “desirable to avoid ]>opnlat 

disconteut, ami prevent the loo rapid fall of great faridlies,” 

1^2, 'The grant of a Suriujam, in short, might have been icsuincd 
again and again, and re-granted again and again, in disregard of tin: 
ordinary laws of succession, and all tide by the Diiffiu obliteiraled : the 
result of the Inquiry w^as not based on a title by iiihciilancc, hut on 
posscsshm and position at the conquest, and oilier consideratJojis cd 
ytalc polity udiirh no one at llut prestini eanj am they uffezUid indizil- 
dwrt/s, aceiwateiij exiimaie* 

lb* And tiici^c rules, liberal as they were, he *.uadc susceptible of 
exceptions in favour of individuals. 

14. For exampk,—Anna DcodImr*s niece was given in marriage to 
the last Feshwa, who bcF’towcd a Surinjair; on his bride’s uncle* The 
holders of land granted by the last Pesbwa Mr. Kipluustoue considered 

* The Asflistiiiit Inmn CDmiiiiii£inncr is mistaken in auppofllng unmarkcil ixnra were 
" for Uro” only* ia proved by tliis very uf Dixit Munoihur ; mrconlinjlr to the prluei- 

plci wliicli Mr* Klphinitonc Afttinrajda cnaaciatcil, it was a js^ant for two lives : the masB of 
btuiiicsB in tlio ComniissioDjui^a OlGco thirinjfr the first year aher tia: conquest of tikc liccciia 
4>li1igcJ U9 to leave many quMtirni^ open. 
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entitled to pecnnieiy peneions only, bat the Sarinjani of thi» Sird&fj 
wbofio family had been haaoured by an alliance with the Tpigning 
house, was reserved to him, (See loiter frotn the Agent for Sirdars to 
Government, Decembei 29th, 1844.) 

15, To apply the foregoing remaika to the case which has caused 
this reference* 

16, Mr. Blphinstone found a grant of a misoellaneoua character,— 

“ as he termed it, —which had been granted fifty-one years before 

tlie British conquest, the original grantee having been, through his 
mother, allied to the reigning I’cshwa. He was also a Beckshookhj and, 
as such, held in veneration. The grant was renewed, though not in exact 
conformity to the laws of inheritance, to two sabsequent generations, 
and having survived the tempestuous factions of the three last reigns of 
the Peshwas, was re^granted by Mr, BZphinstonc, in the exercise of the 
discmiioiL with which he was vested, on the SuHnjamee tenure^ 

bis lists and Char Chittec.) 

17, According to the Holes, this Surlnjam fell in Class II.^ and in 
Class II. I placed It, 

IS. 1 found, however, that the original grant had been made with an 
emphasis inos^t unuRUnb and that this emphasifs declaring that the grant 
was to be always” enjoyed, was eX]jressly repented on the firBl re-grant, 
and by impltcatiud in the la.st, the third grant istating that the payment 
’was to be made a** heretofore, 

19, Ii was clear that thcTc must have been eome object in the inlro- 
duction and repetition of this word, so foreign to a ^unud fora grant 
on life-tenure, 'which was quite complete without any such word ; and I 
SQTiglU fur this object, not in dictionary interpretations (viz. “constantly,*' 

“ regularly”), though they support what 1 did, but in the course fol* 
lowed by the sovereigns who tu t^ucces^lon dealt with the grant in which 
the word was found. Although called a Palanquin allowance, it was 
rc-granicJ twice, and after an interval of fifly-onc years was found in the 
possession of the third grantee, oq the abdication of Bajec Ttao. I, 
therefore, concluded that the Peshwas intended to indicate by this word 
that this Stirinjam would not be disturbed, but would be, as it always 
had been, rc-granted on the death of each granite, or, to use my own 
words on the occasion, that it was “declared to be permanent” in con¬ 
sequence of the sacred cliaracier of the original grantee, and his alliance 
with the reigning house, 

26, Acting, then, o.n this conclusion, and following the example of 
Mr. Eiphiuslonc in respect to Anna Deodhur, (see paragraph 14, above,) 
while I entered the grant in its proper place according to the Rules, I 
added it to a list of five others, as cases contemplated in the 12tb para* 
graph of the Court’s duspateb, in which the popularity of the act ftpjTcared 
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to faraish an adequate Inducement to prolong, in exception to Rulee, th« 
tenure, 1 am etiU of the same opinion. A mother^e sister is a relation 
particularly respected among the Hiudoce, and 1 feel satiaHcd that so 
long as the family ofBajec Rao had reigned, this allourance would have 
been undisturbed, and re-granted again and again as **an act of grace/' 

21. A very few words will explain how it befell that the grant was 
made a life-grant by the lists of n. l$33, the preparation of which was 
suggested by me, and they were acinally prepared by me, as I believe 
Mr. Marriott told the Government, though signed by him. 'J'he indis-^ 
criminate resumption of all Suiinjams having been onlered by the 
Bombay Government, I proposed lo postpone the resumption of “ the 
larger estates, the abrupt escheat of which would have been more exten¬ 
sively felt, and have made a deeper impression on the public mind than 
the resumption of smalitr though more ancient oneM,'* among which 
latter was Muuobur BjxitV The indlscriininatc resumption that was 
ordered (Government to the Agent for Sirdars, August 2nd, 1832, and 
hts reply, December 29th, 1844) having been disapproved by the Court 
of Directors, and a totally difTcTent settlement made, the lists of a. i>, 
1833 are no authority whatever as to the continuance or otherwise of 
grants, 

22. Although I remained more than a year in Tndia after the comple¬ 
tion of my inquiries, I heard nothing frojii Goveroment on the subject 
of the Surinjam inquiry ; bill two months after niy departure for England, 
my aueccaaor, Mr, Brown, was asked for fiinher information us lo this 
grant, when bo said that Jbe “Bunud expressly mentions that this 
Surinjam should always be continued on hereditary teimre, which gives 
weight to ihc claim of this individual that his Jagheer should be consi¬ 
dered hereditary.” 

23. At the same time that Mr, Brown recorded thta, he endeavoured 
to guard himseJf against being misapprehended, by introducing the 
original Murathee word in the original Muratheo character, which he 
translated “always.” 

24. I presume that as the Goreroment interpreted this word in tlio 
case of a Wurshasuu mentioned by the Inam ComipiBsloner, so Udid in 
this case ; bat whether it did or not, nobody knows better than Sir 
George Clerk,—nobody knows better than the authorities at the India 
Haase, who revised ihosc lists,—that let Mr. Brown have called it what 
he might, “ hereditary,” In the ordinary sense of the term, could not be 
applied to a Surlnjam, and that Mr. Brown could only mean what Mr.. 
Elphlnstonc meant, when be spoke of “ IhA helic/that the holders were 
entitled of right to an * hcredittirrf tenure.’ ” 

25. That the “ reader” was so silly ns to attempt an imposition in 
TGspcct lo so common a word I do not believe, and when 1 mention 
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that he ivbb Vidyadhar Purashram, who was introdoccd by me into the 
Agent's Office (to the head of which he has since risen) on the warm 
recommendation of Mr. Hart, for active co-operation in detecting fraud 
in the Stamp Department, he will, I think, agree with mo that it was 
in the last degree improbable that ho woqld have been so dishonest as 
to endeavour lo make Mr. Brown believe that (he common word 
had any cabalistic meaning in this case. Mr. Hart (hlnkSi however, that 
the construction of Mr. Brown*s sentence in which “always” is in¬ 
troduced is calculated to mislead, by impressing the reader with a be¬ 
lief that the Sunnd contained, in addition to the word “ 
other words conveying an hereditary grant, and that the Court of Di¬ 
rectors were so misled. The Court of Directors will, at all events, have 
an opportunity of re-considering their decision in connection with the 
discussion that has now been had in this case, 

2G. It is, as It appears to me, quite immaterial whether, as saggested 
by Captain Cowper, a Palanquin allowance was ever granted here- 
dilarlly nr not. Ho admits that it was “ often re-granted to sons or 
descendants for their lifetime, when iheir circumstances were such as 
to render such re-grants cither desirable or necessary.” This is ail that 
was contended for by me, and, as 1 believe, by Mr, Brown also; and, in 
the words I have quoted^ Captain Cowper exactly describes the con¬ 
dition of a Snriujam, Further,—Mr. Elphinstonc^s inquiries led him 
to the conclusion that the prince, whoso submission he had just receiv¬ 
ed, considered it a Snrinjam,—he at all events granted it on the Surin^ 
jamee tonure ; and without violation of the public faith it cannot now be 
rsUlcd anything else, it being quite immaterial whether such grants is 
o.J paid wholly by the produce of land, or partly from lond and 
partly in cash. 

27. Then, Captain Cowper compares this grant to a Palntiqiiin allow¬ 
ance given by Mr. Elphinstonc io BaliajeeTunt Nutboo. Why, he was 
not a Mnratha Sirdar at ail, but a Karkoou of Rastin, whom we digni¬ 
fied by the title of “ British Adherent/^—a counterfeit, who, incapable 
of imitating the genuine lustre of a Sirdar, sought lo dazzle by whatever 
a Sirdar had of gain! That he was a very sagacious man I do not deny ; 
that Jiis services to tho British Government deserved, from their very 
nature, high reward, I readily admit ; but looking to the different 
motives which actuated tho patlie? in the two cases, I should no more 
think of comparing anything he got from ns to the Snrinjam of Dixit 
Munohur than I should think of comparing a present given by Lord 
Nelson to aFrench fisherman, for telling him which way the French fleet 
had sailed, to a grant by Parliament to a member of the royal family in 
the sixth year of the reign of George HI., and which was re-granted ii> 
the three succeeding reigns and is in possession at the present houc. 
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28. Captain Cowpnr has done hia duty in bringing forward what he 
believed a fraudt but he wil], on consideration, sea that all the motives 
which innuenced Mr. Elpliinatonc’s decisiona were not reflected by the 
Duftur. ” Government/^ aa ho wrote to Lord riaslmgs on May 11th, 
1820, “will be at liberty to cxerdac il« discretion in granting or with¬ 
holding the renewal, except in eases of Padshaee grants” ; in which the 
Governor General expressed hia concurrence on the 17lh June 1820, 
Mr. Elphinatone, in exercising this discrcUon, had not only the Bnftur 
entire before it had been i^cattered over the country,—he not only saw* 
all that Captain Cowper has seen,—but he had, what Captain Cowper 
cannot have, the hereditary Puftur Karkoons to aid him, and q knowledge 
of the exact estimation in which each claimant was held at the moment 
of the conquest,—many considerations, besides a record of rights, having 
formed the elements of the basis of his decisions as to the extent of 
liberality to be extended to Individuals, 

29. The very case before ns presents a striking example of this. Sup¬ 
pose that, instead of the Sunud the meaning of which is now under 
discussion, I had found a Bunud dated only fifteen years earlier, and 
expressly declaring that the grant was “ for lifesuppose, in shorr, 
there bad been no title at all by the Duftur^pp^I should, nevertheless, 
have declared it “ hereditary in the fullest sense of the word.” 

30. Although the Government did not allow me the opportunity of 
giving the last touches to the laborious work undertaken by me at my 
own suggestion, and I am, therefore, not responsible for Mr. Browifs 
“ revised lists,” I am still willing to do my brpt iiicxpliiining “the oIEjct 
cases of a similarly lamentable nature cortnccled with the revised 811 - 
rinjam lists” which Captain Cowper is said to have brought forward ; 
though, T observe, on glancing over the list'*, that in working out Mr. 
Elphinstonc^s Rules, we adopted, as regards the fir.^t and most important 
class, hi.'^ decii^LOLis in lifty out of iho sixty-one cases which it contains, 
and as regards the remaining eleven, Mr. Ei]ihinstonc left five open 
questions, three are BurjnjNjns which he said might be diminished at 
the first lapse, and two which he made life-grants. Of the twenty-seven 
cases of which Class II. is composed, lie made eleven hereditary, ten 
he left open questions, six he made life-grants. As a set-off against hav¬ 
ing gone beyond M^. Elphinstone in liberaliiy in respect to these eight 
life-grants, I And that, as regards Class III., of the forty cases of which 
it is composed, the whole of which wc reduced to life-grants, there are 
as many as twenty-four which Mr. Elphinstone either considered here¬ 
ditary or left their decision open. That be acted advisedly, and on sound 
considerations, in each case, though we can no longer discover them, 
1 have not the smallest doubt; in Jllustration of which let us take two 
cases in respect to which he could not have been mifitaken, and both 
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of which he decided contrary to hi» own Rales. The rise of the family 
of Poorundhnrce was coeval with that of the first Peshwa, whose per¬ 
sonal friend the founder of the familygreatness was. Of this 8urm- 
janrtdar Mr, Elphinstonc says,—The head of the great house of Poorun* 
dhuree \ came in to Sir John Malcolm j — heredUar^J* Again, of the Vin- 
clioorkur, while Mr. Elphinstone declares his Sarinjam to be of only 
fifiy'cight years^ continuance, he adds—“The whole of his personal 
landto the Duftur, to be restored; this is proper, in conse¬ 
quence of the respectability of the Cliicf, and of the promises of l^ir John 
Malcolm;— hErcdiiart/** 

Gl. With such evidence as this that Mr. Elphinstone^s decisions 
wore founded on other considerations Ilian those arising from informa¬ 
tion derived from the Dnftur, though only formally recorded, perhaps, 
in respect to the greater Sirdars,—and as I presume no one will venture 
at ihiH time, or at any other time, to place hia opinion in competition 
with that of Mr, Elphitii^Totio,—instead of making that information the 
grounds of disturbing claims which have been already inquired into 
six limeSp lu the harassing of the claimants for no less than twenty years, 
I hope the Co vein men! and tlie Court of Directors will forbid any one 
to question his docisJons in favour of individuals, when ratified by the 
early revisers of his lists, merely because wc can no longer discover the 
motives which actuated him to restore grants, the claimants to which, as 
he admits, had been “kept in mind, by the exaction of service, as well 
ns by oGcasional lesumptlons, of the real nature and extent of their 
tenure." 

32. For the rest,-—there arc a few Surinjama which were not on ouc 
lists in the Commissioner's OliieCp and Ntuntr twenty cases, as mentioned 
in paragiaph GO, in respect to which, in working out the Rules, I was 
unable lo be so liberal as Mr. Elpiiinstone suggested, and regarding 
wliichp as I said at the close of my report, “ £ could not hope that my 
sLatcmcnis were free from error, and that they must remain open to cor¬ 
rection.^'; and if Captain Cowper would address himself lo the task of 
discovering the polhical coni^^iderations which prompted Mr. Elphinstone 
in his mode of dealing with those twenty case^, and tiiereon propose a 
return lo the original liberal decisions, he will do good service to the 
public. 

33. It is, I know, believed by some that Mr. Elphiuj^tone worked in 
the dark] and that they have discovered that which escaped him i it is 
said he did not know that many of the Inamdars, whose possessions he 
did not disturb, could not prove a title. 

34* There never was a greater mistake. If wc would tread in his 
foot-prints without losing our balance, we must read hit Minutes. 
In one published by order of the House of Commons, he proposes, 
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ikB a part of tho ways and meaiia hy which tosnpport public edn- 
catiotir that wc ahould impose a eeas on InamdarA whoae titles were 
doabtfuL The truth ia, that to an acuteness and penetration of intellect 
which nothing can elude^ and to a knowledge of Indiaj its history, and 
its people, and of the ftfnrathas in particular, in which he is surpassed 
by no man living, he added untiring ofRciai indnstry, and, more valuable 
than all to a man in Uis ponitlon, a due respect for that best of all titles— 
prescriptlon^-and a magnanimoufl compassion foi^the conquered people 
at hifi feet, 


I have the honour to be, Ace. 

(Signed) Jontf Waudem, 

Pormcrly Agent for Sirdara, and First Assistant to the 

Commissioner in the Dcccan. 


Bombayf Deccfltter 1852* 
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Jndfx to tht follovilng Report by Capiah T. Cowpbr, 


Pan*. 

ContAut*. 

] and .2 

Introductoiy* 

3 and 4 

Claim9 to fiU^nntiotiB ^nnot justly Iw decided without rcfcnnce to ere- 
tent ftud nature of enjoyment KubicqaenC to the dote of grant, ttfl well 
w to tlie terms of the grant itaelft 

5 to8 

The practice of the Feahwn’a GoTcmiDcnt in regard to,—‘ 
a—Iteaumption of Iiianiis; 

n—Continuance of ditto to direct ajid collateral heirs; 
c — Ditto ditto to adopted sons ; 

D—Tmoafer of ditto hy gift or sale j 

Ag aliown ta Imre bccu the caae by the State records, extlTacta from 
winch form the four ist&tcmenta lettered u abore* 

9 

Sir 'Diomaa Miuiro^s IMiimte on the subject of alienatioiid of reironue* 

10 

Iiiam9 could not be tmciBferrcd by gift or aale without the sanctiou of the 
Peahwn’a Goverameut. 

n tp 13 

N'cltlicr could ndoptioru be niade without anch aaoetion, for any purpoaes 
of Buccegiiou tp inams or otlicr jirupcrty derived from the State^ 

N I 

1 

i 

The Commissioner in the Deccan (Mr. Chaplin) was, when he erruneougly 
itiformed GovL^rnment that under the Pesiiwa'a Government liiatns 
could be dlepoBcd of at the pleasure of the parties holding them, pro¬ 
bably mUled by the hereditary Uuflur KarkootiB- 

15 

Thc Inam tenure afar more aecine one^ uid Inoms less taxed under the 
British than under the Pcahwa^s Governments 

16 and 17 

An Inam under the Peahwa'a Government was by no meaiu always " a 
grant from the rich to tlie poor for hia mAiiitciiaiicc/* 

m and 

could a great number of the Surinjami hare been ** an aasigumcat 
to the noble for dignity/* 

20 

Stfrs Warden has failed to notice the class of Surinjams to which Moreeh- 
wur Dixit'a belongSj—' i. r. the Surinjama of drU officerai, and othera 
of the noa-military clsasea* 

21 ta 26 

That hereditary SuTinJams were sometimes granted, and do still exist, is 
proved beyond doubt, and their existence bo* been cspedelly adrerted 
to on former occasions by Mr. Elphinatone, Mr. Warden, a^ the Eo> 
norable Court of Directors, 

27 

It docs uot appear (hat the Goveiuor Genera] in IdlU directed the 
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Panj. 


28 to 3] 


31 and 32 


33&ud 31 
and a^aLn 
AH to 60 


35 taO^ 

53 td G5 


Gli and li/ 


68 U> 87 

88 


89 


SO 



&2 


CdntfibtA- 


roBumpEiinii nt the death of the incumhciit^ and the re-grant aa on act 
of grace, of tiH SnrinjanlSp 

Tlid uiinuu'keii'' StirhijiUDa, regarEliii^ which Mr- ELpbinatone submitted 
no recdnunciidalioii} tcavmg Uiein open ^{ucstiona, amount to mure tJiau 
lialf (if the wjiolc number cuiitaiiicd iu hb Jista^ 

Imperfect state of Mr. Elplunstoiic^s liatn iii respect to soinc of their 
details* 

lU'OSOiis fur suppUGing that the Itdiiornhle Onurt^ when cleclAritig grmits 
made before 1751 entitled to liercditary coutmuauec, muiit huVLMUleiid- 
ed to re(|uirei nlsoj enjoyment aabsecpient to that year, and eonld not 
have contemplated the Twognition of boreditary title in the citses o f 
Surinjnins under reaumptioii for a long series of years between L7^i 
and 1BJ7. 

ITbtoiiy of the Deccan Suriujama from ^fr. £Lpliiustoue'j» drat actllcineut 
to the preparation of tlie revised lisLa. 

Tiic Inam ComunlHAion onCiTed to serntiiJiHO tbo rerised lists of Snrliijniiis 
and the Lists of jK^naions ?;up]drmeiitHry to thenu 

.The primciplea upon which the above stiutiny lias been coinnienced and 
u being carried out. 

E^Lplaitiitlon of Ciiptnln Cowper's Tenamis for difPcTnig frcim Mr ^Vjird(‘n]ii 
thinking .Muresliwiir Dixit'i cose une eiiLilled tu special deration, 

Tliu eireimiHtnm^ dccnicclby Mr* Warden jieeiiliar to MurcHliwEir Dixit^s 
ciisc^ and ahuve discuHSC^b not, bmvevcr,^ priivJuiiLsly aluUid when the 
SiiriuJojij lists were subtmtted. 

Mr* Brou'ifs translation of the riTnrathee word Nebemec” ns '^always^^ 
not open to seriotis uiijection. But nut ao t!ie addition of oiftrr fnrjtn/ji, 
irAkht and icAicA alatit, conveyed the crinneous impression to the Go¬ 
vernment and to the lIunorAble Court of Directors* 

Tliic Govcrtiment and the lIonEVrable Court i >iild not, as Mr* Waaileu 
su]>poseN, have devoided on Moresbwur Dixit'ti cawc under tlie belief 
iliat bot'ditary Surlnjams did not exist* 

Neither could the GoTcmment aud Honorable Court have decided with 
any reference to the Wlief expressed on a ptevjous occaaiou by Mr* 
Elphuiatuue, as that belief was diatinctly dehued as one cxiatiug ou 
whoQy dUFvtent grounds. 

The comparison drawn in Mr* TVoiden^a 27th paragraph is not, appA- 
lejitly, applicable to Captain Cowpcr*8 previoua report ou Moreshwnr 
Didt'i case* 
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r&nu. 


93 to 104 

j to 9H 
99' 

lUl tn KM 

lor^ 

\m to ion 


no 


in 


112 

lu 

IH to 131 
132 And J3d 

I3i 

130 


CantentL 


ExpUoAtioa regarding thr«« imporCaut aiibjcctfl allniltd to by Mn 
Wiurdcn,— 

I. —^The fltotc of the records of revenue muiflgemcnt of the late 
Govemmeni. 

II, —IlereditaTy Duftur fCarkooni* 

lIL-^PoBSiLillty or u!lierwii»e of now nAoertiiiniiig tho (^rounds on 
which Mr, Elphiju^tone'» reoummeiidutioiLe to the ijOvuTiior Ge¬ 
neral were baaed. 

■ 

Whether ileciaiona based on error lit the rerieed Surinjam ILata ehould be 
Tccouflidcred, 

■i 

In how far ahonld the Tnnm Corntniuion go beyonil the mere frici/o/ 
itrovffht hef^TE j 7, and in how far slioiilcj It conahler the intereflUi 
of " tLio public" ncCL'atMiriLy ayuoiiymoua with those of cLAiciaNtfl to 
alieiiatioEis of the [lubLic revenue, 

[lliTbrenre Apparently required to hr obni^rvciJ in deciding on Inara daimSp 
as distingulsltrd fro^n thosK; of SurJ[]Jaim1ar^. 

Tlu' gOiiernl prindplcfl laid dfjwn hy Mr, Eljdiinntone apparently the safest 
v'iiich emu be followed, and yet ipiite cninpaliblu with tb* chiuigca 
which the lapoe of a third of a century have either brought abouit or 
rendered ncccs^ry, 

A knowledge of past procaedinga very ueccasary in oil public adices, 
aud. OBpcciallj so in the Inam Comaiiasioii, 

General* 

Elistory of Moreahwur Dixifa Flalanquin Siirinjam allowance. 

Sutnntary of the drcumstaiices under which it was first reported on by 
Captain Cowper. 

'fho aboTO report not apparently afibeted by the facta and opioioiaiB dov 
brought forward by Mr, Warden. 

The fact that Mr* ElphiioatoJie submitted no recommendation in regard to 
more than half the Surinjama entered in bis lists may Imve an un- 
portaat bearing on future, if not on paat procc?edings* 

Tlie ** public faitV* apparently pledged to nothing beyond condnutiig 
for life every holding of which the owner was put in paasesatan by Mr, 
Biphinatone. 


(Signed) T. A* Cowpsb, Captain, 
Aselfitant laain ComnijssioDer. 


3b 
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No, lori OF isoa. 

From Captain T. A, Cowprh, 

As&laiant Inam Commm&ionor, 

To W. Hart, Eeq., 

Inam Comtnia$ioncr, 

Dated PoanUi %nd May 1853 * 

SiB,—have now the hntiour, a» (IcsiTcid la your letter No. 173^1, of 
the 23rd February la^t, to afTord a detailed hiatory of the Palkeo Siirm- 
jam allnwaneQ of More&hwur Dixit Monohar, entered in the revised lists 
as No, IG of Class II. and No, 2 of Class VII,, and to explain the prin¬ 
ciples upon which 1 understand that Government expect me to scrotiiirso 
the revised Stirlnjam lists, (ordered In the Chief SeeretaryM Letter 
No* 4175, of the 24ih December 1852,) pointing out at the same time in 
how fat those prinetples arc afFected by the faets and opinions recorded 
by Mr* Warden in his Letter of the dth December last to the address of 
the Chief Secnernry to Government. 

2 , I purpose, in the first instance, to take up acriatim, and in the order 
in which Mr. Warden has recorded them, the opinions and argnuionts 
contained in that gentleman’s letter, every portion of winch 1 find so 
inVimalely connected with the remainder as to render it itnposiiiUlc that 
any report can \>e complete, or can afford the desired information, which 
docs not embrace the whole subject upon which Mr. Warden has 
entered, and which scema to me one of groat importance, demanding 
the fullest dii^cussion in all its bearings. 

3 * It is unquestionably of no small consequence, in disposing of 
claims to alienations of public revenue, to arrive at the real intentions 
of the original grautcr, and at a correct Interpretation of the original 
deed of grant; but, as n general rule, and esj>ec)aUy where such grants 
are of great antiquity and where the system in which they originated 
is still more ancient, it becomes obviously necessary to take into con¬ 
sideration the history of the subsequent actual enjoyment of the grant 
and the extent to which additional right may have been acquired 
.or original right modified by such enjoyment; for experience shows 
-that to follow only the lUtcra seripia in all such cases would be to 
infiict much hardship and injustice in some, inasmuch os it would fre- 
.quently tend utterly to subvert the state of things which our Govern¬ 
ment, at the conquest of this country, undcitook to uphold* 

4* To no dcscripiLon of alienation do ihoso^ remarks apply more 
,strongly than to grants In Inavtf ** iti some title-deeds’* for which [as 
Mr. Warden has pointed out in paragraph 3 of his letter^ *0anguage 
seems to exhaust Jtself in declaring the plenary nature of the grant”; 
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and yet nothing can be further from the fact than to suppose that such 
grants were in practice irrevocable ; for the State records afford oonclu- 
sire evidence that during the greater portion of the last eenCury, and 
especially after the usurpation of sovereign power by the Peshwas^ no 
title-deeds were suffloiciit to ensure the security of any possession, 
whether Inam or otherwise* 

5. Under the Peah was'Go vernment, and indeed long before that period, 
it was the iuvanable practice, when making granta cither of land or mo* 
ney, to isaue Sounds” or written documents specifying the nature and 
extent of the grants the name of the grantee^ and, generally, the object 
with which the grant waa made* These Sunuds* were always regularly 
entered, either at the lime of issue or very shortly afterwards, in the State 
diaries (Euzkhirds), from which they were sobBequcntly transcribed and 
cla:^8iilcd in ledgers,f severally denominated the Ohornea,*’ ** Bhera,” 
and “Sarinjam Khutawnec.” The Ghurnea ledger contained, besides a 
clnasilicnlion of the entries in the diaries, abstracts of all accounts of 
revenue management rendered to the Government. The preparation of 
thcHc ledgers was unfortunately completely neglected during the reign 
of the last Peshwa, Uajee Rao Rngoonath, but this was not the ease 
with the diaries, which continued (o be prepared as usual, and which 
are extant np to nearly the close of the Peshwa^s Government. The 
first Peshwa was nppoiiited in a. d. 1714, from which year to 1730 llie 
diaries arc more or Icks impetfcct; from 1730 to 1756 they arc almost 
eom^dete ; from 175G to 17G3 but very few are forthcoming, and it is 
supposed that they were destroyed in the latter year by the Moguls; 
while from 17G3 to the beginning of 1H17 they arc again to be found 
in a nearly perfect state. 

6 . The system of^ceord and accounts under the Peshwas' Govern- 
ment was a very perfect one,—one of the most perfect, probably, ever 
devised; but to be fully understood, the documents tliemstdvcs must be 
seen and studied. The outline;^ given In the la^t paragraph will, how¬ 
ever, I hope, convey some idea ol the great value of the information 
afforded by these Stale records ; for it is on their auihorUt/ that I ven¬ 
ture to believe alienations of revenue generally, and Inams particularly, 
to have been one thing In theory, while they wero quite another in 
practice. 

7r I have framed and annexed to this letter the undermentioned four 
statements, containing a number of selected eases iUnatrativc of the 

* The resutii])tioii of t1i£ie j^nnU, or their contiiuiaticc to other parties on the ileitli of the 
holder* Qr* in short, all altcrntLons Tvhatever, were, unJer the Peahwu;, hy 

^uiiwls, And tlic Suiituls ivck recordctl in oxsetly tlie lAine manner. 
f The ledj^nf were not kept before the time of tlio PeshwEs. 

X The ifCtth., Strtl), and ^tith ptii»gTa[»Ls of this letter ii0brd aome fui'tlior description 
•f these ■ccoiuitsi $ 
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system which was in force daring the Iftst seventy ycam of the Pesh- 

Was^ GovcrnindOt:— 

M 

Statement Aj of Inams resumed by the Peshwas' Government, 

Ditto B, of ditto continued to direct and collateral heirs under 
the aniliority of do. do. 

Ditto C| of ditto ditto to adopted sons under do. do. 

Ditto Dj of dido transferred by gift or sale under do, do. 

These eases form but a smali fraction of those on record^ but they 
will sudiCG, I apprehendi to prove that the Commissioner in the Deccan 
(Mr, Chaplm)f whose opinion Mr. Warden has quoted in the 3rd 
paragraph of his letter, wa9 in error when he stated that ** the practice 
of the Peshwas* Governtnent in respect to Inams was that the holders 
could dispose of them by will, in sale, or iu any other way they cKubc. 

seems to me clear that without the sanction of Government even 
a son could not hold his falher^s huttii^ and that without sucti sanction 
any transfer of an Jnam became null and void. It appears equally 
certain that the Peshwas' Government not only possessed the power of 
resuming In a but thstt the power was freely exercised j and it is 
further shown tbnt limmdara were not exempted from the payment of 
cesses, but that they contributed largely in this respect. In short, it la 
pinced, I think) beyond u doubt that an Inam, though granted as a free 
gift in perpetuity, was rcsomed or continued, and was taxed at 
pleasure, 

8 , The power of resumption Reems to have been arbitrarily exer¬ 
cised ; but lUlsi is not surprising, for it oould scarceJy have been ollier- 
vdse where llie will of the sovereign had the force of law, and iiidocd 
uras the law. Whatever may have been ihe theo^ft^in pmctieCf Inams 
seem to have been interfered with in every possible way ; and it will be 
Been* that on an Inamdar's death even hl^ son could not consider his 
holding secure witboiit obtaining the special sanction of Government 
to the succession. It will be observed,f also, that political offences 
were punished by resuming the Inains of the olTender, and that the 
p unit) inn cut due to the actual delinquent was sofnetimesf even injfivted 
on hU relatives. When it remembered that the Muratha rule was one 
succssioo of usuTjmUons, conquests, and intrigues for Hovereign power, 
&n estimate may be formed of the number of persons who suffered on 
this account* 

0, The doe ament ary evidence thus obtainable being of such unques¬ 
tionable authenticity, can scarcely be strengthened by individual Iceti- 

* Nn. of Stitctnuut A, aiid Not. 1^ 4, 5* 7 j 10, 11, O, 13, IS, 16,^ 17^ 2lf 2Jij 
and 2-i uf SUitumoDt 

t Nob, 4, S, C, anil 23 of StntCEtLc^iit A 
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mony* Tho value^ however, whtch nttachefl to ady dellbemtely recorded 
opinion of Sir T. Munro is such that 1 should leave this portion of the 
subject incomplete were I to omit to malce the following quotation from 
a Minute of hts, dated the 16th January 1823^ and written after he had 
effected the reduction and settlement of the Muratha Gonntr^ff 

now formings portion of the Bombay Prestdencyf and that portion, too, 
in which more alienated land is claimed than anywhere else* Sir 
Thomas Munro thus eitprossed himself 

“ In this country, under the Native Governments,.all grants what¬ 
ever are reaamable at pleasure; oHicial grants are permanent while 
the odice continues, but not always in the same family; grants for 
religious and charitable purposes, to individuals or bodies of men, 
though often granted for ever, or while the sun and moon endure, 
wore frequentty resumed at short intervals ; grants of Jagheers or 
Inam lands, from favour or affection, or as rewards for services, were 
scarcely ever perpetual. It was rare that any terra was specified, and 
never one or more lives ; but it made usually little difference whether 
the grant was for no particular period or perpetual,—the (Altumgha) 
perpetual grant was as liable to resumption as any common grant 
containing no specification of time ;—it was resumed because it was 
too large, or because the reigning sovereign disliked the adherents of 
hjfl predecessors and wished to reward his own at their expense, and 
for various other causes* Tljcre was no rule for the continuance of 
grants but his pleasure ; they might be resumed in two or three 
years, or they might be continued during two, three, or more lives; 
hut when they escaped so long, it was never without a revjsjun and 
renewal. T believe that the term of their lives is a longer period 
than grants for services were generally permitted by the Native 
princes to run.” 

It), fjiatcment D, of Tnams transferred by gift or sale under tho 
authority of the Feshwas’ Government, contains a number of ijistanecs, 
suilieienl, 1 think, to prove that these tratisfers were valid only when 
sanctioned by the Government. It is shown that this sanction wa^ some¬ 
times* coudilional on the payment of a relief or “ Nitzur.” How very 
fully the Government exercised the power of control can scarcely be 
doubted when we find that it extended to the transfer of a small portion 
Ilf fnam land by Nana Furnavesef when in the height of his power, 
and when we sec that a powerful feudatory like the Vinchoorknrt was 
subjected to the same restriction, 

11, The inquiries which I have made to enable mo to prepare this 


* Nu. lU of Stdteimmt 


f Kot. 14 suit 10 of btutcuwiit D- 
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report placed me in poi^^cdi^ion of valuable inforiTiatloil elucidatory 
of tin: jirauticc which exi^lcd under the Pesliwaa^ novcrnmentln regard 
to adoptions by Inarndar^^ Statement C conlain^^ fifteen insitanccsi In 
which adoptions were sauciioaed. fn some* of these caaea the adop- 
livo father had hold a Barinjam as wfill as Inams, and both were coiiti- 
niicd on the payment of a noliof {Nii^nr)| in othersf the succession 
was to Inama only, and even here it will bo seen that Nuzurs wore 
surnctimcH^ levied. 

12. The above evidence seems tolerably conclusive, but there is yet 
f^trongcr proof foribcomiug. 1 would solicit a reference to the instanecHi 
apccihed as No. 19 of Statement A. and No. 4 of Statement C, in whicJi 
adoptionm v^erti diiallow^d andluam,^ resnmt^dj on the upccijicaltp reronied 
^raunds of suck adopthns not hamnff bveu wtncftj 7eUh the sancHoa of thti 
Pcskivas* Governmreut, 

ly. Under these circumstances there cannot, I apprehend, longer 
remain room for doubting the corrcctnc:*3 of the opinion on this subject 
laid down by the Government in the Revenne Secretary’s letter No. 
fjD33, of the 14tli September last, and which has been sulimitlcd for the 
final orders of iLic Honorable Court of Directors : it is, 1 think, clcur, 
that in reserving to themselves the power of granting or refusing such 
assent to adoptions on the part of Tnumdars and others lioUling ileus im 
ihc public revenue as will confer upon the adopted son a title against 
the State, Government merely cjtcrcisea prerogative which the Pcsliwas 
never for a moment relinquished. 

14. That with the information which is now forthcoming*—^mly a 
small portion of which (sec paragraph 7 of this Idler) I have thought it 
necessary to embody in the several statements appended to this letter-— 
before him, (he Commissioner (Mr. Chaplin) would have ever inform* 
cd the Government that ** the praelice of the Peshwaa’ Government 
in respect to Inams was that llic holders cotild dispose of them by wull, 
in sale, or in any other way they chose,” is, J conceive, out of the ques¬ 
tion ; and I presume, therefore, that the knowledge must have been 
withheld from him by the lierediiiry Duftnr Karkoons, most of wbom 
must have been more or less acquainted with the previons pmclice, and 
rntiny of whom must have been able lo refer to the recorded proof which 
wa& at hand, had they thought proper to do so. To one of those 
hereditary Ifarkoona 1 ■'^hall by ami bye have occasion again to refer 
(sec paragraph 99 of thif; letter), and I would only here farther remark, 
that what has apparently occurred seem? (o point out the necessity 
of extreme caution in matlcra of tbU description. 

* Noi- 8. 13| fliul In'! of Statement C. 

t Noi. I, 2. 4 , fi, 7> !>. Itk H, la. and 14 of Statement C. 

X Noi. 1,2j 6, U, and U StatemeAt 0. 
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15. Ti cortainly ficcms to me that bond TnamB are now held ort a 
icnam far more secure uud permanent than any which exiistcd under 
the PcahwaSr and the proof that sueh is the ca&c if*, I think, to be found 
in the recorded procoedings of the Peshwas’ Go^rernment. But thin is 
not all,^it js only under the pre^^ent Government that Inamdars have 
been relieved from the constant and heavy cxaetlons to which they 
were previously subjected. The Native Government seems to have 
exacted from them largely, and if not tjuLtc as much as from some other 
classes, certainly as much as they required or thought proper. The 
dilforcncc was in. many respects a purely nominal one ; Inarndars did 
not, as a general rule, pay what was called Nuzur,” though it was 
frequently levied from them, but they were made to pay in a dozen 
other ways, and llie Government demands were, if resisted, realized by 
a summary process,—the resumption of the Inam. 1 give below nine 
of the heads under which lovies from Jnamdara were brought to ac* 
count, the amount of revenue which was thus realised being shown by 
the aecounta of the late Govcrninenl to have been very large:— 

1. Inam Tizaiee. 0. Babool Puttee, 

2. Kurz Puttee. 7. Swarec Puttee. 

3. Ek Balce I'uttce, 8. Ambeh Puttee. 

4. J>uhnk Puttee. t), Doomalieh Puttee. 

5. Tnam Puttee, 

Gf these, all save Inam TJzaioc have, 1 believe, been discontinued. 

IR. Mr. Warden thinks (see paragraph 3 of his letter) that *<an Itiam 
was originally a grant from the rich 1o the jioor for his maintfinaucc”; 
and it seems desirable to inquire in how far this description can be held 
applicable to the Inam tenure as it existed at tho conquest of the Peo- 
can. becsiitMc it may fairly bo supposed that grants essentinily of this 
nature must have been exempt from resumption on almoBl all of the 
grounds shown by the State records to have been those on which 
resumptions usually took place. What an luam may have originally 
(t. c. as far back as I be scvcntconth eenfury, and even earlier) been, it * 
isj I apprehend, now scarcely possible to aeccrlain with certainty; nor, 
indeed, am I able to perceive that the information, if obtainable, could 
be of any practical use, as wc know perfectly well what Inams were 
during the Government of the Peshwas, and what they were when the 
Peshwas^ authority gave way to that of Great Britain. 

17, Looking, then, to the seventy or eighty years which preceded 
the introduction of tho British Government,—and for nearly the whole of 
which period we have voluminous records,—it wiJl be found that Inams 
were indiscriminately granted to both rich and poor ; very often, doubt¬ 
less, tothe latter for their maintenance, hut frequently, also, to the former 
for their dignity : the instances in which Inamjt of considerable v<tfnc 



24 


APPENDIX n. 


were /^ranted to persons in difTtjrcnt grados of life are very nnmernn?, 
and cannot, in my optnion, bn correctly Jcslgnaterl as gifts to tljo poor 
for their maintenance, nor can I suppose that they were ever inlcndcd 
or considered as such ; and still less am I able to view in this light the 
bestowal,in Inam, by the sovereign of a small portion of land, or of a 
village worth only a few hundred mpees, upon a powerful tributary 
]>rince or feudatory already inthepossessionof estates valued at millions. 
I have eiftfactcd a few of the most striking cases on record, and they 
will be found in Statement E appended to this letter, 

18. It is, I believe, etjually unsafe rigidly to dehno (see paragraph 5 
of Mr, Warden’s letter) a Siirinjam as “ an assignment to the noble for 
dignity.Many of the smaller Surinjams wero of little value, and 
evon these were gcnGTaily service holdings: in these cases, then, nnd 
when the recipient held nothing else, 1 cannot look upon an assignmeni, 
valued at sometimes less than one, and very frequently at not more 
than three or four thousand rupees, as one granted to uphold ihe dig¬ 
nity of a noble* I should rather adopt the dcFiaiiiou laid down by Mr* 
Elphinstone in a letter to the Collector of Poona, dated the 22nd Augtl^^t 
1818, and describe such a Stirimjatn as allotted in lieu of pay for 
Service,” 

10* Who were nobles? mnel first, however, be asked; and this is a 
question not very easily answered with regard to a country where the 
transition from the peasant to the prince was so rapid, and not unfre- 
quent* It may yet be safely asserted, that although nobles were 
almost universally Surlnjamdars, Surinjamdars were not nccessaTily 
nobles,—at least not ns wo understand and use the term. The small 
Paga commanders and Silledars held Surinjams in common with the 
Vinchoorkur and the Putwurdfiun Chieftains, and many of the inferior 
Karkoons were Surinjamdars equally with Nana Furuaveae: hut in 
these eases the difTcrence of rank and position was just aa great aa 
that which in our own country exists between a troop or company 
^ oflicer and a Commander-in-chief entrusted with the fullest powers, or 
between a local Magistrate and one of the Ministers of State* That the 
large Surinjams usually granted to great olficcrA did maintain their 
dignity, and were inlendcd so to do,is, 1 imagine, unquestionable; but, 
on the other liand, a numerous class existed, of whom It would be but 
correct to say that they held SuriUjams for their maintenance in return 
for service rendered, 

20- Mr. Warden in his 4th paragraph explaina that-— 

** A Snrinjam was of two kinds,—one, called aFouj Suiitijam, was 

n grant of land fiom the sovereign to a noble, to enable bint to sup- 


* K{>«. 7t B, util 9 of StiitemeDt E. 
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]iDrt a contingent of trooj>» with which he waa bound \o take tlm heJd 
with hi^ lord paraniount; the other} called a. 7Ai Sarinjarrif was a dls- 
tinct grant to ih« Hamo noble, to maintain due state and dignity as a 
feudal Chieftain.” 

But there was a Ikird and important deecription of Sarinjam^^tbat 
granted lo civil miniateTflj and others of llm non-military classes- It is 
Important not to lose sight of these Siirinjaxnsj for Moreshwur Dixit*n 
is one of them, and they were, moreover, deemed by the GovernO'r Ge¬ 
neral and by Mr. Klphinstonc wd entitled to the consideration ahown to 
tEic holdings of the military Chiefs. Mr. Elphinstonc observed iti para¬ 
graph iSIl of his despatch No. 78, of the 18ih June 1S18,—^ 

With respect to the old military Jagheerdars, I would by no 
means recommend the resumption of their lands oo the death of the 
iiidividnals j those of civil olHci^rs or new Jagheerdars may more 
properly be lessened or entirely resumed.” 

21. Mr. Warden, in expressing an opinion (see paragraph 5 of his 
leHer) lhat a Suriiijain was an assignment never for a longer period 
llian the life of tlic grantee, and that It is, thoreforOj ns great a nnisappli- 
cFition of terms lo talk of an hereditary Snrinjamdar as it itt to talk of 
nn hereditary ]jcnpinii,” has overlooked I3ie fact that the existence of 
lierf'ilitary Sarin jams wiis )>ointCLl out hy Mr. Klpliinstonc in 183S to 
Ihe lloni^rahle Court td' Itlreemrs, when explaining some of the general 
prijiciples upon wiilefi he had jji 1319 recommended to the Governor 
General that Ihe Beecan Surlnjams should be eontlnuied :— 

“The maintenanci: [said Mr. Elphinstoncjof many of the Chiefs in 
Iheir jjossepsions was trerlaiilly suggested, as supjioscd by llie Governor 
General, for the purpose of avoiding jiopolnr discontent and jircvent¬ 
ing the too rapid fall of great families; but iii other cases it rested 
in the belief that tho Jioldcrs were entitled of right to their possessions i 
where a Jaghecr was by the original grant made lierediiary in the 
family of llic grantco, there could be uo doubt of the right of the 
deseendaut, but where iheru was no such grunt (n^ was the case with 
almost all the Jaglicers), the right rested on dilferrmt grounds, arising 
from the tenare of Jagheers (or Sarinjatns, as they are called by the 
Muruthas).” 

22. Again,—on the ^amo occasion, I^fr. Klphinatonc, in referring to 
the Stmnjani of Sheik Alcenr Wacckiir, adverted In term# equally 
c.xplicit to the existence of hereditary Jagheera:— 

“My impression is [Mr. Elphin^tcme said] that Sheik Mcera^s an¬ 
cestor commandGd a Mogul fort at the time of the first conrpiest by the 
Muratlias, and surrendered on tcrniSj one of which was the receipt of 
’ an hereditary Jaghcer/’ 

4u 
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Sn. Previaas lo however^ Mr* Warden himself hod alluded tu 
Ibc cxislenec of hereditary Surinjams. When submitting lo Govern men i 
in 1834 lists of the Deccan Surinjama^ he stated in his letter dated IIjc 
3rd .fatiuaryj— 

Sheik Mccra Wnockur was a Satlara feudatory Chief, serving the 
Ra[a with a few horse and holding a Surinjam for his life in Klmn* 
dcish. I have referred to his Bunud or title*cleGd and find that his 
estate was clearly a lifo'^grant, the onstomary provision for the 
continuance of it by inheritancD, to be found in the Bunuds of all 
hereditary Surlnjams, being omittedj and the usual form of life-grant 
adopted 

24* One clearly recorded case in point is lo he found in Ihc Suriit- 
jam granted lo the Kuveejung family, the Sunuds for which arc regis¬ 
tered in the Slate diaries, and distinctly define the grant an ati hereditary 
one, to he conlinucd to Iho children, male and female ] and this 
was in 1344 specially reported on by Mr* Warden, the Government 
having, in Jhc 6th paragraph of their Polilleal Secretary's letter 
No* 994, of the 9th May 1S43, called for information on the subject in 
the following lerms:^— 

*^6* With reference lo the loth paragraph of the JTonorable 
Court's despatch, I am directed to request that you will in the Jlr^t 
infjtance satisfy yoor-^elf of (he authenticity or otherwiJ^e of the 
Sunud on which the faioily of the late Ekhtax Khan Jnug Nnggur- 
kur claims, els an hereditary grant, the estate held by tlie deceased, 
and report the result of your invcsligalion to Govern men I, ;\eeom- 
panied hy a literal Iransiation of that document. Ou the receipt cd 
this information the Utml instrnetions of Government on this subject 
Tvill be communicated to you,” 

This information Mr. Warden s^iipplicd in his letter No* 223, of the 
29tlj Dccciiiberl844, in the 15th paragraph of which Government were 
Informed as follows :—- 

I aancx, marked A, a literal translation of llio Siinud produced by 
Ekhiaz Khan’s son, which is registered in ihu l^cshwa’s Dnftnr, and 
must, therefore, be held to be authentic j orders to the same effect u> 
the Mamlutdar and district and village officers are also produced 
by this person.’’ 

The concluding portion of the Sunud above referred to In that in 
which the Surinjam la declared heredUary, and this portion was rendered 
as follows in the translation which accompanied Mr* Warden's letter 

“ In this manper has the Surinjam grant been made to you, and you 
are, therefore, requested to assume possession of the f^hares of the fore¬ 
going villages as formerly^ and both you and yotu ebildren, male and 
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enjoy the same. Continue to render faithfal service to the 

Slnlo.^' 

25* The whole of the eircumatances detailed in paragraphs 21 to 24 
of this letter wcTo douMlosa in Ihe recollection of the Honorable the 
Court of Directors when, in eancliotting the revised Surinjam llstSf they 
acknowiedgfcd (vide paragraph 17 of Honorable Court*a despatch No* 15, 
dated the 22nd May 1840) in the following termu the cKistcncc of here¬ 
ditary Snrlnjama, and in doing so admitted the claim of Moieshwur 
Dixit Mnnoliur, stated to be in the possession of one 

“ No. 2, Morcshwur Dixit, value R^. 41)1.—In thU caeo the Sunud 
is of the date of iTGGj but is stated to eontain (what is rare in such 
ca!<es] distinct words of inhcihance ; this Sarinjam, therefore, shonld 
be hereditary.'* 

2G. 1 have met with another recorded grant of an hereditary Suriu* 

jnm la the Nuwab of BeUia, dated Slh Ramzan, Teesa Sumancon (cor- 
responditTg with the lird June a, i>. 178G), the registry of the Sunttd 
far which is fortimomingin the State diaries, and declares the Surinjain 
lo he grained to the Ndif^ab and in Itn offxpring^ 

'(‘oomliec wu toomelie RurE^hoordar) so long as they may remaia faithful 
pt’TVimtfl fjf the Peshwa'ft Govornment. 

27. Mr, Warden in his Gth paragraph (quoting from memory) dc- 
.■^cribes the ftovernor General as having “ordered ou the conquest of 
the Re^Iuva'a dominions that the Muratha principles and practice m 
ibis rcsjTcct should be followed, and that every Surinjam should be rc^ 
skinied at tlie doatli of each grantee and be rc-granted na an act of 
"race.'' T would, liowevcr, observe, that in regard to a very iarge num- 
tn.T the Surinjams it iwras, from the very .Arsf, determined that they 
should he life-grants only, and to these, of course, Mr, Warden^s remarks 
arc nut inU'ntled to apply. But even in the tulicr eases 1 cannot find 
thuL tlic Clovtrnor General directed the rcBumpiion on the death of the 
holder, and the ro*grant, as an act of grace, of every Bnrivjam ; on the 
conlrriry, t lind that llie Governor General in Council expressed him¬ 
self as “ nnxjcjiis that the alienations of public revenue, either in Jagheers, 
pensions, or other grants, shotiLd be limited as much as possible as to 
number, nmounl, and <hirati(>uj* (Vide paragra]jh 5 of letter dated the 
4i!i March 1S20, from the Secretary to the Government of India to the 
Chief Secretary to the Government of Bombay.) 

When Mr, 131 phinstone proposed to (icc/«rc certain Suriujams here¬ 
ditary, or when, at any rate, such was understood to be hie proposal, ihe 
tioverninciit of India did not concur* Thix is the occasion to which 1 
apprehend Mr* Warden must allude, and on this occ*eion Mr. filphin- 
stone, who had meanwhile become the Governor of Bombay, waa 
informed in juiragraph 15 of letter dated Ihc 4th March 162d, from tho 
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Secrfitary io llic Govommcnt of India lo the CLlof Secretary to the 
Government of Both bay,—- 

** 13, With reference to those grants which it is proposed to maho 
hcioditary, the Governor General in Council doubts the policy of 
making any grants hercdilary which may justly be put on the footing 
of life-grants* By keeping lliom as life-grants, Government is by no 
means cjccltided from the power of renewing them if it should be 
deemed expedient to do ho, and every renewal will be a fresh act of 
grace conferred on the individual receiving it; but, by now declaring 
those grants to be hereditary, Government would be precluded both 
from resuming its rights when it miglit be necessary to do so and 
from conferring favours on the descendants of the present grantees, and 
would thus be deprived of a probable source of fntnro improvement 
in revenue and every other branch of civil adinmistmtion, as well as 
of the means of winning attachment by personal obiigaTioa." 

28* The last column of Mr- Elphinstune's list of Jagheers Is headed— 
*‘Por what period recommended*'; and in this colnmn some of lhef:jnriii- 
jamfi are marked Hereditary”; some "May be diminished at hi? death”; 
some " For life''; and some are not marked at all. From several cireum* 
stances which it is not necessary here to particularise, I inferred on a 
former occasion (vide klter to the Jnam Commissioner, No* 3!;J7, daie<l 
the 2lsl September 18^2) that these unmarked Snrinjains were recom- 
mended as Ufe-grants only ; but Mr. Warden has in a note to his 8tli 
paragraph now explained that they are those upon which Mr. ICIpliin- 
stone did not decide, and In regard to which lie submitkd no rectnn- 
mendatJon, leaving them open fprestlons. 

29. fn previously forming an opinion on this subject, 1 had not llio 
personal knowledge possessed hy Mr. Warden of the circiimslanecs 
(ace note to paragraph 3 of Mr* Warden*s lellei) under which J^Ir. 
Elphiustone's lists were framed, and I conid, therefore, only look lo the 
beat evidence of the intciilions of the framer whieli was within my 
reach. This 1 sought in Mr. ELpliin^toiic*s own transmiioty despatch 
(dated the2^3th October 1919) to the Oovernor Genera!, winch explained 
ench "step*' (see paragraph 2 of dcajiatch) in "the operatloid* of pre- 
]>arjng the lists, nrid the Gib paragrapli of which stated that "the whole 
list was then examined, and decisions passed tipou each case ; while, 
excepting a refercoeein the 12tU paragraph to Ihc claims of persons who 
had not made their appearance, but were still allowed a Jiearing, tlicrc 
was nowhere any allasion whatever to questions not decided upon or 
left open, 

30- In my original report, No. 327, dated the 21st of September lHi52, 
on Moreshwnr Dixifa Palanquin allowance, Mr. LJphinstonc's lialii,and 
wbat I then supposed to have been Idsreeotnmeadalton, were 
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aHudccl to, and nothin" more^ for the object of that report was to 
bring to notice what ^ueincd to me a grave error in the /iffx ; but 

T mibseqncnUy found (hat even where it did scern of importance to as¬ 
certain Mr. ElphinsLonc’s recummendationsi it was not possible to do so 
with any degree of Beetirity against error, owing to the absence of any 
autiienticalcd copy of his Jists and the apparently imperfect state of tha 
only document qn record at Poona, which I reported, in my letter to the 
laant Commissioner, No. GG4, of the 29lli December 1852, as one ** which 
is not auLhenticated, and is foil of erasures and alterations,—when made 
it is impossible to deierminc,” 

yj. The ntithenlioaled copy of Mr* Elphinstone’s original lists, 
'whieh, under the circumstances just mentjoned^ you a]>[died for, has 
now been received from Calcutta, find Joea not dill'ur materially from 
the rough draft lierelofiirc in use here; it, however, enables me now to 
speak witli confidence, and it shows that out of the whole four hundred 
and tiftecu cases which the lists contain, no lots ihurt two hundred and 
lire ill tile same cotidiliou as ihi: Surinjaiu of Moreshwur 
iJixh,—TliaE it ia to say, they are tinmarkcd/’ (Hee paragrajfh 38 of 
this letter)* 'J’he following abstract frliuws the niuiiber (tf marked and 
niijiiarked cases in each Clastt — 
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Out of the above two hundred and tiflV'Cighl unmarked cases, about 
one hundred and twenty appear to be ihorfc of ahseiitecH, 

Ii?2. fii alfordiijg, in my Idler lo lilts Jnarri (Jommissioncr, No. 43, 
dated the 17tli January some supplementary in formal ion rcgfinl- 

ing Moreshwur Dixit'^ case, £ adverted to the fiomcwhnt imperfect state 
of these lists in the following terms — 

“ Mr. Klpliinstanc forwarded these lists to tlic Supreme Govern- 
ment just when he was leaving the Deccan Gominission; it mucins 
probable that their completion may have been somewhat Iinmed, and 

* Tliii Ultiiw includes tlic dc^cadenU &f the Raja of Aktilkoti*. 
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that this may account for thuir not being so perfectly framed as 
would otherwise have been the ease* It may turn out, howeverj that 
the lislM Iransmiltcsd were more complete than the drafts which alone 
were apparently reiaiiicd for record, and In tlifs case the copies which 
have been applied for wiJl be all that we require.” 

The authcnticalc'd copies have now been roccivud from Calcuita, and 
a careful examination of them has satisfied me that they should always 
be referred to in connection with the other forthcomiog Fmi^fliNh and 
Mnratliee records, and that they uhould be held In be authoritative only 
fi/tcr collation WJtli these documents, Of course I here refer to the dciait 
of the lists; and as exactly jllusiraling my meanings I cannot do betrer 
than quote the Olh, lOth, iind Tllb paragraphs of a report which I 
recently snbtniltod to the Inam Commissioner, (No* 123, dated the l/jtli 
March 13-53,) and in whlcli 1 had occasion to allude to this subject :— 

“9. Much Mresi^ is soTuetimes laid on the propriety of preserving 
intact Mr. Kl];ihinslone’s arrangements, and in this opinion generally 
J entirely concur; but I ct>neeive lliat in speaking of fllr, lllphin- 
stojie's arrangements we speak of the priiicipfts which ho laid down 
so clearly and so minutely as those on which Ills settlement was 
made, and that we do not piirjmse to take for granted that all the 
ffeiaii was necessarily correct- Indeed, we cannot do bo, for we eon- 
KianOy find instances proving the contrary. One has come under my 
okservation while making this inqtiiry, and it is such a very striking 
one that it is worth while lo record it. 

'*10. Tlic Surinjam <»f Saojec NliriliTilkur (iuclndlng the village at 
Wlicrnsnee, now rejnirted on) is entered as No. 3 in t!ie CTiss of * 
Chiefs' in ?ilr. McDonnell's list of Jiighoors (which list is nothing 
more than a detailed slmtement of thu Snrinjams entered in Mr* 
Klphinstonc's list of *Tagheers Iransmiilcd to the Supriune CoveTiiinent 
on the 25lh October 13Ul), niul the Mokassa and Nimchowtaicc 
I Tin ids of the village arc therein shown as bL longing to Government. 
UnL in another ponlon of Mr. McDonnell's list the Mukassa Umiil is 
shown as forming part of the Snrinjam of Umnrsing Jndow Hao, 
whose name will be foimd under tlie head of Sirdars, No, 23* 

*‘ I L. In the (Chor Chilloea) orders of release issued by the Com- 
mjKsinuer, copies of which have been forwarded to me by the Agent 
for Sirdars, anoilicr mistake is apparent, the Mokassa Umul having 
been continued in two ]daccs. It is released as forming portion of llio 
Rurlnjam of Umuraiug Jadow Rao (Sirdars, No* 28), and it is also 
released as forming a portion of the Surinjam of Saojee Nimbalkur 
(Pftga Chiefs, Ntn 8).” 

yy. The principle upon which Tnam?i and Surinjams were continued 
by Mr. Elpliinslonc is adverted to in the lOili paragraph of Mr* 
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WaMen's letter. With Inama F have at present nothing to do, but not 
so as regards Surinjams, the inquiry rcgartling which Mr. Warden ex¬ 
plains to have whether it had been, hoiccver posstsUon may havi^ 

hem in th^ iniw}^al diUurbcd, firiit granted by the dynasty which the 
Bflitah Government succeeded, or whether a stronger prescriptive 
title had been established by the abilLly to trace the original grant to 
the Rajas of Sattara or the Mahoiuodan rulers of the Deccan.^' 

Rut thU is exactly opposed to the principle laid <lown in the Govern* 
ment letter, as I underBland it, (vide paragraphs 5S to G1 of this letter,) 
which directed the revision of Mr. Warden's liats^ and it is uti tlic 
principle wliich I suppose to have been laid down by the GovcrniuenC^ 
iJiat 1 am conducting my inquiry. 

iM. I do not attempt here to look back to Mr. Elphln stone’s to com' 
mcndations, because T apprehend the question to be one arising ^olcftj 
whh reference to the Rules laid down by the Honorable the Court of 
Directors on which the revised Surinjam Hats wore ordered to be 
frained. When the llnnornble Court specified a* u. 1751 aa the limit 
(vide pitragraph 0 of the Honorable Conrds desymtob No. 17, dated the 
SGlIi October 1R^12), and declared lliat all grants of an earlier dale 
shouUl bo eonjtidcrcd hereditary, they must, I imagine, have contein- 
plated not only possession previous \o iToi, but also enjoyment sub¬ 
sequent to that date,—-at least, so it seeina to me ' for olliorwisc, a Hurin- 
jam granted just before 17-11 and under rcsuiiipiioii for thirty or forty 
years of the pcrioil inlerveniiig between ilic original grant and tlic fail 
of the Teshwa, would become an hereditary oiio, while another grant 
made in 1753 and held from that dale to llu^ breaking niU of Itio war, 
would luLVG uo claim to hereditary cominnance, aUhongh actually 
enjoyed during a much longer period. 

;J5. This scents the proper place to record what has taken place 
willi regard to the Decc-an Siirinjams generally, from the dale of Mr. 
Eiphiustoac's !ir>it sctilcmeiit up to the present lime. This statement 
will, i believe, be useful in clearing up more tlian one doubt, and espe¬ 
cially in removing a misapprehension wiucli, Judging from several 
paragrEipIis (13,29, and lU) of Mr. Wardeirs letter, seems to exist, that 
wc have questioned, or are about to question in 1853, the decisions 
passed by Mr. Elphinslouc in 18H) in favour of individuals, “merely 
because w'c can no longer discover the motives which actuated him to 
restore grants." Such a proceeding has, as far as I am aware, neither 
been ordered nor anlhonscd by Govern merit, and nothing of the sort 
1ms mofit certainly ever been contemplated by me. 

36. On the 18ih June 1818 Mr. Elpliinetone Bubmilted to the Gover¬ 
nor General “ a general view of ihc mcasurea adopted for the settlement 
of the Peshwa's late country,'* and ** suggestions on the plans” which 
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“Leal HulLcd lo the coinpleiicin of that object.” One of iho most 
important subjects discps^ed was tho best method of providiag for the 
Jai^hcordars whom Ihc cvertta of llic war had deptjired of their power 
and possessions. Jt was jiroposed to do this by leaving theta their 
pvrmnM .JagheetSj and by pensioning on moderate sums the few not ao 
provided Ajr. Asa measure of polleyj Mr* Elphlnstune also recommend¬ 
ed "pensions b? gome of the old Miaistera of the State, reduced to 
jjoveriy by the pcrseeatioa of Hajee Rao,—a sort of bounty tliat would 
be more popular than the provision for that Frincn'fl own MiniHiers.” 

37. The above AVaa the arrangemeitt proposed whlj regard Lo llicj 
.Ta^heerdais getieTnlly,^lherc were exceptions, t^aeh as the l^uiwiirdhiiii 
Chiefs, Appa Desaee, the Punt Hochew, and others, whose possessiotii^ 
were Hubseqaeiilly specially fixed on dilfcrunt principles. Thegc 
Jaghcerdars forniei], and eontiuac to form a separate class, and it will nut 
be necessary further to advert to them in this Idler. 

Mr. Elpliinstone calculated tliat the availublerevenue would fall 
short of forty lakhn, and proposed several additional measures, lo I jo 
adopted in the event of the Governor General deeming the armnmt 
insiifncJent to meet the }iiirposes to which Hig Excellency miglit jiiUunl 
to allot it; one of these measures (vide paragraph 33 of despatch) 
ladng llie “recovery” of the pcnsiiflif< to civil and military uiltecrs, “ by 
resainplionH from the peri^onal .laghcers." 

yp. A inarlicd distindum was proposed to the Governor (Jimi'ral 
to be made between the .Jairheers of the niilitarv and those tjf civil cilli- 
cers,—Afr. Klphinstone observing in paragraph 33 of big despatch,— 

“ Willi respect to the old military .iTigliecrdars, I would by no 
means reeumiiicnd the rcsuriipiion of tlieir lands on the death of the 
individuals; lliose of civil oflicers or new Jaghcerdars may more 
projjcrJy be lessened or entirely fesiimed.” 

40+ On the 3(ilh Beptember IS 18 the Chief Beeretary to the Govern¬ 
ment of India replied to the der^pateh, the important portions of which, 
aifeeliug llic subjcct-niEiiter of this report, I have quoted in the preceding 
paragrajjh ; and Mr. Elpliinstone was informed thn^ hisEnandal enleula- 
lions were approved of, in the following terms :—■ 

“The stalciocnt given by you of the revenues of the territories of 
llic late Veshwa remaining in the hands of the Ilritlsb Government 
after meeting all the demands on us arising from the cIrcumFitanees 
under which they were acquired, is satisfactory, and appears to have 
been framed by you on !«uch notions and moderate principles as 
to alford just grounds for the belief that no disappointment will be 
experienced Ihrough any unexpected defalcation.*' 

41 . In llic proposal to continue generally iiic personal Butinjams, or 
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an ef^mvalGHt for tliemj iho Government of India enUrely concurrccl, 
and observed in paragraph 16 of their letter,— 

“The proposal for allowing this claas of persons [the JagheardaTs} 
and the other holders of lands for their personal expenses to retain 
the enjoyment of the last mentioned description of grants, is founded 
on principles of wUe and liberal policy, and has the perfect concur¬ 
rence and sanction of the Governor General in Council, subjeeC to 
Bucdi special arrangements and pruvlsLons as you may judge neces¬ 
sary in apportioning the grants, with a view to make distinctions 
according to individual desert, and to leave at the same lime some 
fund to provide for persons similarly entitled to eonsidemtloii, but 
who did not derive their support from grants of laud.” 

The 21st and 22nd paragraphs of the Chief Secretary's despatch 
(below quoted) sanctioned the assignment of pensions to those whose 
personal Jiighccrs were to be rcsniucd, and to the old Ministers of (be 
State reduced to poverty by the persecution of Bajec Rao. 

“ 21- Yon are authorised to nsinign suitable but moderate pensions 
to such of the olficcrs of the late PoNlivva's service as nre not provided 
for by having tludr jicrsounl Jngheerii left to them, 

“ 22. The nrraugements yon propose regarding the civil odicers 
of the late Government, and seme of the old Ministers of tho Poona 
State reduced to poverty by the perscculion of Bnjee Rao, arc en¬ 
tirely approved by the Governor General in Council. Your excluding 
from these arrangeincnts those individuals who romalncd with Bajce 
l?ao up to the last is also approved.'* 

43. 1 have already ^^tated (paragraph 33 ol this letter) that Mr. 

Elphinslonc had [imposed to reduce the personal jaghecra in the even! 
of any increase of tho available revenue of the eounity being deemed 
absolutely required ; this, however, the Government of Indladid not con* 
sider necessary, although it was distinctly intimated that the aUeiintlon 
of revenue: which these liberal ar ran gome nlii involved was sanctioned, 
not an a pef'ittfmcrUj bat an a firo$pcclivef^ fUmiainhing- om. The 29th 
paragraph of the de^patcli which conveyed these instrnctions is given 
below entire, and preserves, it will be observed, the distinction which 
Mr. El[ihlnstone proposed (see paragraph 20 of tiiis letter) to make 
between grants to £*rt7 and iftiiUarif oHicers of the Peshwa’s Govern* 
ment 

“29- The tranquillity of the country and the future success? of our 
ndministration arc so much involved in the grant of liberal provisions 
to the civil and military ofTtcers of the late Government, that the 
Governor Goneml in Council would foci very much averse to sanction 
any reduction of the amgiiut appropriated to that purpose. Many of 
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UjC 90 ftTc for life, and will ultimately increase the revenne of Govern¬ 
ment ; and they will indirectly have the flame ciTcct by their Influence 
«n the general prosperity and productiveness of our possessions. 
The Governor Gcncrnl in Council does not by any means contemplate 
a general resumption of the Jaghcers, especially those licld by rtiili- 
lary ofTicers, Every fair occasion, however, should be taken, to 
resume or curtail Jagheers falling in by the death of the holder.” 

44, Such wafl the plan proposed by Mr, ElphtnstonCf and eauctioncJ 
by the Government of India, for “ restoring the personal lands of the 
Chiefs, Ministers, and other JagheerJars of the Muratha Government,” 
and the completion of which was rcpoiled in Mr. Elphjnstonc*i* 
despatch of thc^S^bth October 1810. I propose to quote the whole of this 
despatch, and of the detailed Hales which aceompanied it, because It 
ifl of great importance to show liov) vertj fuUy Mr, Eiphimtoni^ 
to the coitfir^itin^ anihoriitf iha cottsidemUons which hi^ rcrom- 

mcndatiotia in each case :— 

“1. I have the honour to rej^ort the completion of the plan [iro- 
posed in ray despatch No, 7@, for restoring the personal lands of the 
Chiefs, Ministers, and other JaghcerJars of the Muratha Govcinment, 
*‘2. The first step in Mils operation was to extract from the Pesh- 
wa*s Daftur a full accoLHil of each Jaghcer, and to ascertain, as 
correctly as possible, the cliaractcr and history of each Jagliccrdar, 
with the time when he made his suhmi^^loa to the British Govern-^ 
ment. This was done immediately after the war* 

** 3. The Colloctors were next furnished with lists of the personal 
Jagheers, and requested to ascertain their actual value, and whether 
they were in force up to the breaking nut of the war, 

“ 4. After time had heen allowed for this inquiry, a proclamation 
was published, calling on all who had claims to Jagbeers to appear 
and show their Suimds, with lists of their personal lands, acquainting 
them that it was in the contemplation of His Excellency the Most 
Noble the Governor General to make some provision for them, and 
apprising them that none who did not appear before the 15th Sep¬ 
tember would be attended to, 

** 5. The investigation was now committed to Mr* McDonnell, who 
proceeded to compare the statements of the Jaghceidars with those 
drawn up in the Daftnr, checking both by tl)c accounts received 
from the Collectors. A complete register was framed on this com¬ 
parison, showing the name of the holder of each Jaghcer; the date 
and nature of the grant ; the situation of the ]and«<, and the sources of 
revenue wheA-not drawn from land; with the Kamal or highest reve¬ 
nue, the TcvcmH as stated by the Jaghcerdar, and actual collections 
as lepoited by our office ra> 
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The ]i!ft was then eKamiaci]^ and dccUlons passed on 

cadi case. 

7. All were left in pospesaion of tlicir lands esccept such as were 
granted as late as Bajec Rao^s lime, to wljom pecuniary pensions 
■we re Assigned, 

**■ 9. All Jagheers held by ancient and great fainilics were recom- 
mended to bn hereditary (but no commuDicalioti has been made on 
this.subject to the holders). Those which were to cease at the death 
of the present possessors were specified, and where any allowance was 
lo be eoniinticd to their heirs it was likewise noted down. 

“9. Besides these principles which determined the grants other 
detailed Rules were drawn out regarding ihe manner of executing it, 
and are enclosed (No. !). The object of them was to consolidate 
Jagiiecrs, and to provide in various particulars for the eonvcnicncc of 
fiovernmerit and the nccominodation of the Jaghcerdars. 

“ 10. The enclosed statement No. 2 shows the rosiilt of the above 
inquiries, nnJ the decisions passed on them. Where the principles 
and rules laid down have been departed from, the rcasoiiB arc always 
staled in detail ; a short account of each of the principal persons is 
also given, 

“11. No. 3 is an abstract of No. 3 ; the Jaghcers in Sattara wore 
afterwards deducted. The brdanee j^liowg what is alLll lo be paid by 
die British Covermnent,— it amounts to Rs. 7,dfl,2G9*13'0 of actual 
collections; but as many arc already in possession, and others have 
not appeared, the actual deJnelion from our future revenue will not 
amount to this suiiii, 

“ 12. The reason why those who have not appeared arc still allowed 
a hearing on accounting for their absence is, that it is probable they 
also held them as Tnams (a ease not unfreqiient), and have, therefore, 
been already put in possession ;^this would sudiciently account for 
their uoii-appearance^’' 

The following arc the detailed Rnlea which arc referred to in the Olh 
paragraph of the letter just quoted - 

“ General Httlcs, 

“I. When a Jaghcerdar has no fixed villages for his personal 
Tynatjic is to receive villages of the average goodnegg of the Rurgnna, 
the Tunkha of which shall amount to the sum fixed for his personal 
Tyuah In cage.s where the grant to the Jaghcerdara has been regu¬ 
lated by the Kumal instead of the Tunkha, he will receive villages 
the Kuioal of which will amount hia personal Tyg^. A Jaghcer- 
dar may be allowed to select a village for his residapcc, the rest will 
he fixed by Government, as may be most convenient; and if he should 



APPENmx 


willingly take money it will bo eattiucIi tlic belter,—the sum 

lo be something above llie actual eoiloction from Ihc villagca he would 
otherwise receive* 

II* WJicro a large proj>OTiton consists in pLirlial eoUeetlons in 
money and on the lands of other persons, (tJraul) one*village 

may be granted, and the rest of llie personal allowance made In money ; 
the amount to be regulated by an average of the eollcctlon from these 

EOllTCCS, 

*'111* The same scale may be adopted, when not particularly in¬ 
convenient, even if the whole Jagheer shoultl consist of tlmnls. 

‘'^IV* The holders of Moknssa in dislricl^ where the reventie has 
much declined would probably accept of a fiiccd peenujary payment, 
which, though much inferior to what the Mokassa would hcrcaflor 
Fise lo, will still be considerably above the receipts from that source* 
Bargains of this kind ought always to be comduded when they up- 
pear favourable to Goverument; whei^ IVI^}kass;i is derivable from ihe 
villages in llie posscssioti of foreign Stales, the Jagliecrdar is Lobe 
allowed lo collect them according lo furiiierpractice, unless they have 
been exchanged or ceded ; in the former ease compensation will be 
made by Government, but In the latter none, 

** V. The above rule is applicable to Jaghenrs; it should bo 
recommended to Government lo exchange any that lie within the 
territories of foreign powers, 

** VI. Where money is given In lieu of .faghcers sili^ated in 8al- 
tara, the sum is to be paid by the Raja who is to reecivc the villages* 

“ VII, No Siirinjam cedccl to the British Government by the 
Treaty of IfilT, and no Jaghcor not actually enjoyed up lo the war^ 
lo l>e resiottid, unless sfieclally directed so tt> be. 

“VIIJ, fn all oases of jMootsudccs, where they doi not reside 
upon ihoir Jaghcer, and have no parlicular ground of altachmcnt to 
it, a pecuniary payment, somewhat exceeding the produce of the 
Jagheer, ought to be made, instead of actual restomlion, unless jn 
peculiar cases, which will be sjjccificd in the list and marked * land/ 

*'JX, Tn eases where members of the Hooxi.it, and other jncrsons 
whose Jaghcer it is absolutely necessary lo conlinuc, have a large 
share of tiieir lesoiircufl wilhin the Nizam’s country, an application 
must be made to that prince to continue them in the same manner a:f 
Inama/^ 

[Either ft paragraph (X.) has been otnitLcd,^ qr the last twn pinigrapha have bMn wrongly 
nnui tiered* Captiiia Cqwpei^a Office copy of these Rulcft, a nil that on the records of the 
Bombay Goffernoient, have been found to contaiq the umic cm^r. It lias not bcca thought 
necciury to delay tliia report pending u reference to Calcutta,] 

**XL Ditto ditto ditto Paga Chiefs. 
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XIT. A list of ihe Jogheers of Ministers of foreignSlnlns to be 

sent to Ihe Residents at the Coorls of those Slates^ and tlieir opimons 

to be solicited confIdciitiBlIy as to the expediency of continuing 

'45. A perusal of this despatch and its aecoinpaniments, (the detail^ 
cd Rules referred to m the 9tli paragraph of the despatch,) and of the 
detailed stfilement of Jagheers prepared by Mr. Bl]diintone^s Secretary 
and rttained at Poona^ coupled with the knowledge of the previously 
recorded discussion 1o which I have adverted, has certainly left me 
under the impressionj not that Mr. Rlphinstone/ai/c/f to record the mo¬ 
tives and considerations which prompted him, hut that he did record 
them with an accuracy and miuntenesji almost nnexampUd. In this, 
as in all other cases, not the least of the merits of Mr. Elphinstone^s 
arrangcinenls consisted in their admitting of such easy explanation, 
which from first to last that statesman seems to have considered It his 
hiumdcn duty to anford even in matters comparatively unimportant. 
Mr. Rlpljinstone, in adhering scTupnlousiy to a system whieh must have 
imposed on him no small amount of additional labour, was actuated, I 
doubt nob by a coiivlctiou of the immense advantage of enabling^ the 
Governor General, in deciding on all questions submitted to him, to do 
f=i> with a full knowledge of every eoiu<iideratjon which had iitfiuenced 
him (Mr. Elphitistone) in proposing them. 

40. The transmission on the 25th October 1B19 of these lists of 
Jagheers, and of others of pensions which irnracdiatcly followed them 
on the 2t)tli October 1810, was one of the lust of the official acts of Mr, 
Eiphinstonc els Commissioner and before proceeding to Bombay, to the 
Government of which he stood appointed. In some respects it was not 
to be sup]ioscd that the lists could be co^mpletc,—indeed, af3 regarded 
the pension lists, Mr, Rlphlnstonc himself specially drew the attention 
of the Government of India to the fact that they were not so, and Mr. 
Warden has from personal knowledge now pointed out (note to paragraph. 
8 of Mr, Warden’s Idler) that many of the Surinjams were altogether 
left unsettled, although included in the lists. Here, again, the wonder 
seems to bo, not that a Utile should have remained 1o be done, and that, 
owing to the necessity of trusting a good deal to imperfect information, 
error should here and there have crept in, but that a task of such mag¬ 
nitude should have been so well and so thoroughly completed in so short 
a time, under such circumstances. 

* The lOtli fiarai^iph af ^fr. Elphiiutdnt'^B dctpAtcli, rjubteil in (h^ lut puTAgrAjilij 
■uiHoiently Jiitinct: od tliii ]>nint, os it infbriua the tjavemar Gtiiicril that the Liat) of 
ivere framed gcncinlly iMortljim ta the Ruica previauHly loid down, nnd hopy of which Rerom- 
punied the dcspatchj anil it furthet otatci that vh^rt the principles and ruler laid dawn hare 
been dc]tart«t] fnaijthc rcafoa« arc aliraya «tatcd in detail. 



APi'Rwmx n. 


im 

47. fn tlnf^ ronr^o, Mr. Klphln^tono^^i propo^iod fiolllomcnt \va^ 
r(jvicwt!il by Ibv (>ov(»rmnt»iil of Imlia, il bnvimeaiiwlii^ howrver, 
bc'ijn Ji^icovcriHl iimt llic i'i‘»li;ciibb; rKvcniio of lliu conqiirrod territory 
\v<JuI(l fall fjroally f^borl of the ainount calotilaled upon by Mr, Ijijdim- 
slcjijc ^vlien jrialtinq IjIs proposal and by tin? fiovornment of Jnclia wben 
^tjnerally appro villi' of (lie in. Undor l[licf^o oircufiihikLiice^^ tbc following 
<le!^pntcli wa.? on tbo 4(h Marcli 1S20 forwarded from the Secretary to 
rlic CJovorniiient of India to that of Bombay ;— 

nm directed to neknowledga the receij>l of the dcspatclicfl of the 
25tli and 3Gth October from the Honorable the late Ccmmir^^ioTier in 
the terrlbiricH conquered from the PeE^EiWQj relating to Jag1iecr?t and 
penHionti, either promi^ied or proposed. 

‘*2, The eonlcnls of Lbese despntehes have been for some time 
under the consideration of the Governor General in thnincil. 

JI is Lordship recognisi's in them an adherence to the principles 
laid down in the instrueiions of 20i3i September 1818» 

-f. Rinec that periodi however, a consldcrablo diminiilion lias 
tali ell pliiec in the Lopes tli^m framed <if an eirmicni revonne from the 
conquered ciotnii tty, applicable to I he general wnrviee of (lie StaL;. From 
the latest calculations received^ it now appears iLat, considering the 
ostensible magnitude of the coiutnes(^ the aid to be derived from it to 
our resources vs likely^ in comjiarisonj lobe scanly even m prospect, or 
at any rate mneli inferior to what wa^t at first expected. 

“t'j. This consideration iiiakeB the Governor General in Conneil 
aiiKious that the alienations of public revenue, cither in Jitglicers, 
jicnsioiis, or other grams, tihonld be limited ns much as possible as lo 
number, amount, and duration. 

** lj» I am, llmrcforc, directed to convey to y^m Ilis fiOrdship^s 
reqnc.st that the JlLiiiorablc the tJovernor in Goiincil wilt be pleased 
to revise the lists transmitted with the despafehes now atdfnnwlcdged, 
with a view to the reduction, if pracIlcabJe, of the expense which 
they menace. 

*‘7. It ia for scvcfLil roasens inexpedient that this revision shall be 
atlempled here, and the Governor (General lit Council is sa(isricd that 
it can only be ueeomplisLcd satisfactorily by the Honorable the 
Governor in Council, 

I am, consequently, instructed to confine luy comlunnication 
to a few observations. 

“9, Wherfs the faillii of Goveroment is pledged by the promise of 
the Honorable the late Cmumissloner, it is not, of course, the wish of 
the Governor General in Council that any infraction of that promise 
should take place. 

“10. "Where it is deemed esseniial by ihelloaorablc the Governor 
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in Council, for tlic ^^anqnillity of the country or on odicr impoNant 
grounds of political cKpcdicncy, that the grant proposed should lake 
ctTccti the Cjovcrnor General Ln CouncU will rest with eutirc conn- 
donee on Ids jadgmenL 

^*11. But HI» Lordship trust;) that eases may be found in wliicli 
neither good faith will be violated,, nor the trattqiiillity of the country 
endangered} nor essential plans of policy frui^rralcd by leductiont 
*‘12, The following are instances which have casually siruok the 
Governor General in Council, and which iTJa Lordship desires me 
to point out as iLlustrailve of the sentiment expressed in the preced¬ 
ing [>aragraph, without intending that these should be eonsidered as 
the only instances seeming to require revision :— 

“Is/,—'The case of the son^ of Bulajco TCoonjiir, It appears from 
the note annexed to this uunaber in the list that Balajtc Koonjur 
had been long cinployed to intrigue with Sindia against the British 
Government, and conlinued tliL uecupation till Jus dying day. It 
appears that his sons are supposed to be rich, 'J'he Governor Ge¬ 
neral in Council is not sensible of the expediency of grnuting tlieni 
a pension, unless there be specialreasonH for it which have e^scaped 
Hia Lordship^s notice. 

The case of Nareo Fnnt Aotee, the former Governor of 
Bygliiir. Tt appears that he broke a capitulation, that his general 
conduct has been bad, and hia charaetcr infamous. The rctuaTk on 
the first ease applies also to this. 

“ 13. With reference to those grants which it Is proposed to make 
licreditary, the Governor General in Council doubts the policy of mak¬ 
ing any grants hcreditury which may justly be put on the fooling of 
life-grants. By keeping them as life-grants, Government Is by no 
means excluded from tlic power of renewing them if it should be 
deemed expedient to do go, and every renewal will be a fresh act of 
grace conferred on the individual receiving it; but by now declaring 
Ihoae grants to be hereditary, Government would be precluded both 
from resuming itg rights when it might be necessary to do so, and 
from confomng favours on the descendants of the present grantees, 
and would thus be deprived of a probable source of future improve¬ 
ment in revenue and every other branch of civil administration, a* 
well as of the means of winning attachment by personal obligation. 

“ 14, Observing the pensions of the old Government, partly 
religious, arc proposed to be continued to the estimated extent of 
Rs. 5,00,000, the Governor General in Council is desirous of having 
the present opinion of the Honorable the Governor in CouncU, with 
reference to our disappointment in the expectation of greater resources 
from the conquered territories, as to the expediency of carrying into 
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efFacl ihc [impo^d adJicloii^l grant of Rs* 2,00,000 for the support of 
the Hindoo rfdigton. 

^'15^ When the arrangcjncnts fcppccling JngheeJ^, pensionH, lVc. 
bo completed, llic Oovernor General in Council will be glad u> 
receive a slnlcment of nil Jnnmfi, Jaidad^fi, .laghccr^, pensions, Nem- 
nooks, Wufifliasuiis, and other allowances, in order that a cnioplelo 
knowledge may bo obtained at one view of Ike ainonnt of alienations 
of the public revenue In the tcrrilortes conquered from the Ptfs^hwa, 
wdiclhcr granted by U5 or confirmed by na on the grant? of pruceding 
Governments d* 

48* The Gpvoiitment of Bombay, of which Mr, Kip hi ns tone was thru 
the head, replied, through their Chief Secretary, on the 11th May follow¬ 
ing, as follows :— 

**I am directed by the Honorable the Governor in Council to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 4th March, on the sub¬ 
ject of the Jaghcers and pensions, either promised or proposed to be 
granted by the late Commissioner la the conquered terrilorlcs. 

“ 2. The Governor in Council is deeply sensible of the necessity 
of economy, and would willingly adopt every practicable means of 
reducing the expenses with which our recent conquest from the 
Veehwa is burdened, but on the most carefnl revision he Rnds it 
imposBlble to elTeel any considerable saving. 

3, The Jagliecra and pensions to individuals originated in the 
peculiar manner in which public services were remunerated under 
the Pesliwa^s Government, as explained in the report of the late 
Commissioner, and were conceived by him to be so necessary that be 
proposed a larger expenditure than the present in his first estimate 
sent to the Supreme Government in charge of Mr, P. W, Russell on 
the 8tEi March 1818, at which time ho calculated the proiits of the 
conquest at a much lower rale than at present. 

Independent of the considerations which determined the 
original amount of the grants and appear to the Governor in Council 
to be still in force, almost the whole of those grants have now been 
Issued, and the individuals have been told that they will enjoy them 
for life* 

^*5* No grant of any description has been declared hereditary, lUn 
distinction in the list uf JaghccTs transmitted to the Supreme Govern- 
ment into hereditary and fot life being intended as a BUggestiou fot 
the future regulation of the Government, but having iri no instance 
been communicated to the party concerned* 

“6* The Governor in Council is of opinion that the grants marked 
hereditary should be continued to the heirs of the present occupants?; 
but he entirely concurs with His Excellency tlio Mo?t Noble tlio 
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Governor General in Council in respect U> the expediency of renew* 
ing tliD grant on the death of each incumbent. Govcrnincnt will} 
indeed, be at liberty to exercise its discretion in granting or withhold* 
ing the renewal on euch occasions, except in the case of what is 
lormnd Padshacc grants, which the Governor in Council conceives 
ought in all cases to be renewed ; and of the more ancient grants by 
the linjas of Sattara, which should be treated with similar attention. 

7. With regard to the instances noticed in your comtnumcation, 
ns to the .laglLecru conferred on unworthy persons, the Governor in 
CoiiticLl observes, that after the principle of continuing their personal 
lands to all Jnghcerdars had once been determined on, it required 
clear grounds of dement to resume them in any particular case. 
The poliileal oifeneen of Jlallajce Koonjttr,for example, were not con- 
si dr^red f^idUeient to exclude his enna from the benellt of tlie rule 
adopted ; but the treachery of Nnroo Punt Aotee having been dearly 
established since the report alluded to was transmitted, it has been 
decided that he has forfeited all elaim to this provision.. 

With regard to religious grants, the fjovernor in Council is 
led to believe lliat they will not exceed one-half of the Rs. S,00,000, 
of which iiuni at Icnc^t Rs. -00,000 is Hllowcd to aupj>ly ilie place of an 
expenditure by the Peishwa of Rs. 0,00,000 far the eneouragement of 
learned J^raliinins. Part of iht^ rf^iiiaining sum will be laid out on 
public education and tlie clreulatioa of priuiud tracts, as rceom* 
mended in the late CouiinisHioncr''s report,“a point to whicll the 
Governor in Couaeil auaclicf? llic utmost importance, 

9, llcfore concluding this letter, Ihu Governor in Council lliinks 
it necessary to remark that the auiuiml of the Jaghcers and pensions 
will soon he diminished by the death of the present incumbente, 
many of whom arc men advanced in life. The number that ha.s 
iLilIen in already is for this reapion <*oiisiderahly above what might 
have been exptfctcd. 

“ 10- The statement required in the last paragraph nf your letter 
was transmitted with tlie Into Cnmmissionet's reports an far as cmild 
be made out from the Posh wiPa records, and (he experience of the 
Collectors has not yot been euHic-icat to admit of their framing other 
stalcmcnts, on the accuracy of which some dependence could be 
))laijod* They arc, however, actually engaged on thin investigation, 
(he result of which will probably i^liow a considerable reduciLun in 
the total a moil n I of allowances of tills description,’^ 

49. On the 17th of the succeeding month (June) the Government 
of India yielded to Mr. Elphinsione^a opinion, and concurred in the pro* 
posed expenditure (with, however, a marked allusion to the necessity of 
its not bidng allowed to become a permanent one) in (he following terms. 
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“The Honorable the Covornor in Couueil being of opinion limt it 
in Linpoi?sible lo elTect any consiflerablc saving in the Jagliccts and 
pensions with which the temtoTy conquered from the Peshwa ifi but- 
dened} the Governor General in Council^ in reliance on the |ndg- 
mcnl of ihe Governor in CounclJ^ has only to express his own con- 
eurronccj tmsiing that advantage will be taken of every proper oppor- 
Inrtlly to reduce the expenses incurred.*^ 

5Q» Thus closed the discussion on the first portion of the transac- 
lioiiB now under review. The supreme anthority in India (Icemed it 
proper to defer to Mr. Elphinsione's local knowledge and expedenee, 
and no one questioned the soundness of the policy. But while dwell* 
ing on this, it is important not to lose sight of the fact that Mr, Elphin* 
Stoners arrangements were, in the first instance, jtrtinjtyioHfii oh/'s om/;/, 
and that when they received confirmation, they did so only as invfilviff" 
anrl not pcruiftaeitt aficrutfions of The Government of 

India, when eventually sanctioning the former, deprecated, as they had 
always done, the lallcr. 

51. The comprehensive statement with which the Government of 
India desired in the 15lb paragraph of their Secretary's Idler dated llic 
4tli March 1S20 to he furnished, on the coiiiplction of the arrangerneuts 
respecting Jaghcers and otlicr alienations, appears not to have been 
prcpaTcil, (Chief Becretary^s memorandum No. 3674, of the 23rd August 
1852,) and the general subject does not seern to have come under the 
conRideration of the IJoiiibay (lovcnitncnt again until 1833, in whicli 
year llic Deputy Agent for Sirdars (Mr. .1. Warden), when referring to 
an amended list of ]>ensionB wlilcli had been recently framed, suggested 
(letter No. 93, of the 7th November 1333, to the Bccretary to Governmoiil 
in tile Foliticai JlrpEirlmenl) that “the Right Honorable the Governor 
in Council would find ti similar document in respect to the personal 
Surinjariis of the Deccan equally vakiablc.’^ 

52. Mr. Warden also pointed out the necessity of establishing some 
uniformity in practice with regard to these Surlnjams, and stated,— 

“As each of these falls in, His Lordship in Council is troubled with 
correspondence and recommendations, and &o dilTerent have the 
decisions sometimes been on cases* gf a similar kind, that no aniform 
principle for the future can be said to be yet esLablisheJ 

53. Government having approved of Mr. Warden^a proposal, the 

lists were prepared by him, and having been revised by the Agent for 
Sirdar;*, Mr. Marriott, were submitted to the Honorahln Coart of Direc¬ 
tors, who, however, decided on making a still more liberal provisioa for 
the Jaghcerdars, for reasons subsequently explained, in their despatch 
No. 17, of the 36th October 1^43, to the Government of Bombay to 
have been,— ► 
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“Although thifl aTTangcment [the arrangomenl proposed in the lists 
prepared by Messrs^ Warden and Marriotl] would not have violated 
any pledge given to the Jaghcerdars^ it was greatly at variance with 
the recorded intentions of Mr. ^Lphinstonc; and after having com* 
municated with that gentleman on the Riibject, we forwarded to Iho 
Government of India the substance of a paper received from hiini the 
principles laid down in which we desired might be conformed to in 
recansidering the subject* 

“Mr. Elphinstonc observed that the maintenance of many of the 
Chiefs in llicir possessions was suggested for the purpose of avoiding 
popular diacontenl^ and preventing the too rapid fall of great families; 
btit that in other oases it was recommended in the belief that the 
liuldi^rH were entitled of right to an hereditary tenure, not (in general) 
express grant, but by length of jmsscssion* This remark, ho said, 
was applicable to ail those families which had held llicir Jagheers 
from the time of the Mognl Emperors or the Rajas of Sattara. 

“ *Tho Jaghcerdars of the Pcsliwaj’'said Mr. Elpliinatonc, * stood on 
a ditferent fooling: they had arisen under the dynasty which wc 
subverted ; none could have been in possespion for more than seventy 
years; and lliey had been kept in mind, by the exaction of service, as 
well as by occasional resumptions, of the real nature and extent of 
their lenntc. Much cci 110 id oral ion was, however, due to them as the 
actual ivossessors of power, and they were allowed to retain their per¬ 
sonal lands for one or more gcneialion^, according to their merits or 
importance*' 

“Mr. Kljihinstono iIiub Tccngniscd two classes of Jagheerdars,^^ 
those of the Mogul Emperors and the Rajaa of Sattara,—whose lands he 
roooinmcmled should be hereditary in the fullest sense of the word; 
and thoi^c of the Peshwa, who had a claim to hold their lands for one 
or more generations.^* 

54, The foregoing instructions were issued by the Honorable Court 
on the 7th February 1838, and in conformity to them, the Agent for 
Sirdars was on the Gtli November following directed to prepare and 
submit to Government “revised lists of the .fugheerdras, and the Rules 
for succeBsion to their estates.” 

55, Revised lists were accordingly prepared by the Agent and 
submitted to the Honorable Court, who, however, disapproved of them, 
pointing out (in their despatch of the SGth October 1842, No. 17) that 
their previous orders (those quoted In paragraph 53 of tills letter) had been 
misunderstood, and calling for new lists in the following terms :— 

“0, In attempting lo apply those prineiples to the various cases 
under review, Mr* Mills, Ihc Acting Agent for Sirdars, haa fallen 
into a inisappiehcnsjon wlilch you have failed to correct. 
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7. lie afHrmn that none ol* the Deccan Surinjams come withfn 
Mr, KiphinI?tone’s Flrpit Claws, all of ihem being grants made emce 
the Pej^Uwaa commenced to reign* This result is arrived at by 
assiitning that llEtllajee Wisliwanatli, the iirst Pcfnliwa, commenced 
to reign in a. n, 1714, while the earliest grants of which the dale is 
Jenown arc of 17 tO* 

'^8, Put it is only by a complete historical error that all octe of 
the Mnralha Government subsequent to 1714 can be consklcrcd as 
acts of the Peshwas, in eonlradictiOQ to the Rajas of Sattara. Kallajeo 
Wishwatiath was appointed Pesliwa In 1714, hut so far was ho from 
obtaining undisputed control over the Raja that, upon his death in 
October 1723, his eon, Bajec Rao, was not a]}poiotcd to the oiTiec of 
Peshwa until seven months after his father’s decease, the dulit^s of 
the office being discharged during the interval by the other Minisli^rs 
of the Kaja* Kven Bajeo Rao, though he made long strides towards 
the permanent esiablishtncnt of the power of his family, can only be 
considered as the principal oiTiccr and Minister of ^j]Lahoo Raja; 
the supreme authority over the Raja and the Murallia State was first 
usurped by the son of Bajee Rao (Ballajen Bajot: Rao). This usurpa¬ 
tion, however, was not cflceted in the lifetime of Shahoo Raja, who 
was never deprived of personal liberty or sovereign authority afj 
fat as he chose to retain it, and exercised it shortly before liis death 
in I74t), by naniing Kara Raja his successor; it (s from the trotibJccl 
period which immediately siteceeded this event that the sovereignly of 
iJic Foshwas is most uncxeeptionably dated, and the year 1701 may 
be fairly assumed as the epoch of its commencement. 

“9, We direct, therefore, that all Jagbeers In Class 1. of Mr. Mills’ 
list wliieli bear dates anterior to 1751 he, as Mr. Klpbinsiono rceoni- 
loends, hereditary in the fullest sense of the Word, together with those 
nf wbieb the dates arc unlcnowii, but which are l{:nown to be uneieut* 
'L'ho latter class, though small, includes the three resumed Jagheers 
of Bhalk Mocra, Sliumfiherc Baliadoor, and ycph^vnnl Rao Dabharce. 
The first of these, already restored to the son of the last holder, but 
for life only, mu^t be eotlsidcred hereditary ; the second ami third, 
wbieb are now under attach men t, must, if there bo any direct heirs, 
be restored ; and in all three eases the receipts from the date of 
attachment must be accounted for to the Jaghcerdars. 

*<•10. In addition to these ancient Jagheers, all those of more re¬ 
cent date, which were granted in commutalion for the resumption of 
nncjcnt possessions (which is known to have been the case with some), 
arc entitled in like manner to an hereditary tenure. 

**11. With respect to the Jagliccrs of more modern origin, Mr. 
MilJt has faUcQiQto another error in supposing us to have determined 
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that all estates which were marked ^ hereditary* in Mr. EI piling tone* e» 
original rcuommendatioii should be hereditary. Da the cpntraryt 
we expressly declared our iatcntioa to be only ' that Mr, KIphin&toLie’a 
sehodiilcA shuatd be compared with those subioilted with the loiters 
under reply, in order that, in any case where the latter are less favoar^ 
able to the parties, it may be deliberately considered which of the 
two shotild be acted upon.’ 

“ 12, With regard to Surinjam grants bearing date eabsequent to 
1761, rcsiiinptJon afler a second generatjon from the conquest, making 
u pensionary pruvision equal to half the net proeccds of the Surinjani 
lands for tlie general ion next succccclJiig, should be the general rule ; 
but jn eases In which Mr. Elphlnstone may have recotninencU:d a 
more extended provision, It should be deliberately t^ousidcred by you 
niul the tjovernor (jcneral In Conneil whether the services ot merits 
of the family, or the popularity which would attach to the act, furnish 
un adeipiate iJutuceTnent to make an cjccejjliou to llic rule, by ]iToloag- 
ing for a further term the tenure of oitlior the whole or a portion of the 
.lagliccr. We would make ttiese cxceplions liberally, and we would 
extend them, where sJuiilar reasons reeumnieiid their adopitou, oven to 
oLises uol mentioned with particular favt>ur iiy Itfr-ElphinHlonc,*’ 

6r>. On the 0th May 1H43 tlic Agent for ftlrdars wai^ desired to 
carry <mt the lIonoTable Conrt^s orders, and the following delailcd iii- 
wtruclions were furnishod in the 3rd and dth paragraphs of the Political 
Secretary's letter No, 9U4 t—■ 

\ am further directed to request that, in conformity wiih the 
orders eonbiinod in the dcsjmteh fimm the Honorable Court of 
Hireetors, you will most carefully revise the amended lists of Dec* 
fau Jagheerdars sp;htiHttcd to tlovcrnmcnt by your predeeoEsor, Mr. 
Milb, in Oclobur 11fl40 and Jane 1H41, and remodel with great care 
ilioBc lists, on the prinelplcs laid down in ifmt dcspaldt, 

*‘4. 1 am desired to request that, in carrying ilicse irtfitructlons 

into clicet, you will insert in these new limits separate cobiinns, con¬ 
taining the following informalioii in regard to each individual who^ic 
name ia entered in the llstsi— 

1?/.—-The name of the j^resent Incumbent, together with that of 
the original grantee. 

—The Colleotorate in which the village or villages com¬ 
prised in each Surinjam arc situated, together xvith the names of 
the villagcf^ and their estimated annual value, 

**3rtf,—The date of the original grant, as ascertained from Su- 
imds or other documents either on the records of the Poona Duflur 
or lu the possession of the family to whom the SurJnjam was 
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Th<? tiimoet ciare filiould be taken to gnard against any 

fraud or deecplion on ihia points 

it 4jr^,—'phc rtgc of llie present iaeumbcnt, and ■whether solely 
dependent on hJs Sunnjam fur suppert, or whether he possesses 
private property. 

5ih .—Whether the incumbent has any legiiimalc male issue, 
and if so, how many aons,—their names and ages* 

The tenure on which the Surinjam will be held by the 
jneumbent, on the prineiplcy laid down by the Court in their 
despatch dated the Ociubcr last; and in any case in which you 
may be of opinion that those principles should be departed from, 
you arc reejnesLed to sabmit to Government full iaforrnation of the 
grounds on which you may propose such deviation* 

7fA,—To state in the clearest manner the data on wbieh your 
recommendations in each ease may be founded, and the poinis on 
which the instructions of Government arc required,’’* 

57. The Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Warden, submitted the list3i on llio 
t29th December 1844, and the folJow^Ing portion (paragraphs 10 to 14) 
of his transmiliory letter No. 235 is here quoted, as the only one, appa¬ 
rently, materia] to the general snbjeet on which I have to report 

“10. As on the former occasion of preparing Surirtjam lists ihc 
important distinction was not made between grants by the Maho- 
medan Government and Rajas of ^atiara and those by the Pcsliwas, 
I contented myself with assigning as the period when a grant began 
to take effect the date of the oarlJcst grant recorded in the Poona 
Duftur, but whenever 1 have now found these documents assign as 
the motive of the grant that the grantee held a Surinjam in tlie lime of 
the Rajas of Sattnra, I have altered the dale of the original grant and 
placed it anterior to a. tj. 1751; Jagheers of which the dates are 
unknown, but which arc known to be ancient, as well as those of 
more recent date which were granted in commutation for the resump¬ 
tion of ancient possessions, being treated by the Court of Directors 
with as mncli considerulion as grants actually dated before a, i>. 1751. 

“11. 1 have, however, been careful not to adopt any dale which 

is not confirmed by the Poona Duftur; these descriptions of claims, 
then, compose Class J. of Surinjamdars, whoso estates arc lo be 
^hereditary in the fullest sense of the word,* 

“ 12* Class II. consists of grants bearing date from a, n. 1751 to 
A* D* 179G,—the date of Bajes Rao*s accession,'—in respect to w hich 
resumption after a second generation from the conquest, with a pen¬ 
sionary provision equal to half the net proceeds of the Surinjam lands 
for the generation next succeeding, ia the arrangement contemplated. 

“ 13* Class 1II« eonslsts of grants subsequent to a. d. 1790, as 
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wellfts of those made from a. d, 1751 to 1796 which have been already 

continued to a second genemtion since the conquent^ and which have, 
tlierefore, fallen into the same position as lands granted as late as 
Bajec Rao^s time, the holders of which Mr, ELphinstone considered 
(Mr. Elphinstotie to the Supreme Government, October 25ih, ISIO^ 
entitled to poenniary pensions only, and to whom he assigned ynrin- 
jams for life* This list contains also four nnmcB of persons whose 
Sorinjams should have been resumed on the death of the last incunri^ 
bents; I have denoted them in the stnteinenL The Honorable Court 
speaks of two classes only of Stirinjam^, no distinction being mnda 
between grants by Bajee Rao and rhose of his predecessors, * bnt a 
ihlrd class Was, at all events, required for the reeeptjon of the second 
grantees since the conquest, of whom the first, bad they survived till 
new, would have been entered in Class It.; and it is clear that the 
grants of Burlnjums of Bajee Rao, which might have beett converted 
at first into pcniflons, as well as grunts by the British Government, 
stand oil a dinorent footing from the estates comprised in Class II* 

“ 14* I have assigned pension!? equal to half the net proceeds of 
thoir Snridjums lo the grantees of Bujec Rao and of the British Go¬ 
vernment, because they would otherwise be \vot.^o off than many 
pensioners, which nould never have been intended, or Mr. Elphin- 
stone would have made them pensioners instead of Surinjamdars*” 

58* Government found it iieccspiary to call for some additional infor¬ 
mation, and, in doing so, look occasion to point out to Mr, Brown {who 
meanwhile had succeeded Sir. Warden as Agent) in how far tlic latter 
oJHccr’s interpretation of the Honorable Court’s orders difIerc4.frorrt that 
]>laccd upon them by the Government. The PoliLlcal Secretary’s letter, 
No-1396, of the 9iU May {which is a lengthy one,) specified, indeed, 
et'crt/ €^se in which Governinent saw reason to differ or entertained 
doubts, but it JM not nccesBary here to do more than advert to two import* 
nni jinmiph^ which Government laid down, and to which the attention 
of tlie Agent was eapeeially drawn ; ihesc principles were,— 

Is/.’—That the antiquity of a porlioa of u Sarinjam was not lo be 
looked upon as the antiquity of the whole of it, and tfiat heoaaso a 
portion (perhaps a very small one) of a Buriiijam granted prior to a. d. 
1751 became, under the Honorable Court’s orders, entitled to hereditary 
continuance, it by no means followed that the remainder granted after 
(perhaps long after) 1751 was ao entitled* 

2niL —That it was necessary to ascertain and record whether 

* " In their l&th tiiifl piLTagrnphi^ hemevet, the Caurt inciilentiUy iipliotclii the prlii- 
ci]>]c thftt Sutittjnmv eri^niilly gTiutuil for life aheuld be ap huhl^ nlheli npuU of itatlf civate 
a third cLass*” 
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SurinJ^tna gronictl prior lo a* d. 1751 had boon since (hat period t/w- 
ijittTffipledi^ vt noU 

5ft. The Government orders were very clear t the first was eontalnecl 
ill the 8lh pHTafl^rapli of the PotUical Secretary's letter* where^ a<Iverting 
lo the large Burmjam of the Hastia family* conalftting of thirly-nirie 
villages* it was observed,*- 

** In the Silaloment prepared by Mr. Marriott and Mr* Warden in 
tS:Jl* tills Snrinjatii is entered as having been granted to the Haslia 
family hi lire year 1753; but Mr, Warden now stales that ihU is no 
error, and that it was granted in the year 171G* Tliia jjoint is of 
consi{lerablc importance, since* if the latter be the correct date, this 
Surinjam will, under the reeeiil orders from I he Honorable Court, be¬ 
come an lieredllary grant; but In the former ease It will be rcsuumble 
nflor a fieeond genemtion from the eontjuest, a pensionary provision, 
eipial to n moiety of the net proeoeds of the Surinjnin, being gran tod 
to the generation next succeeding* Mr. Warden, in explanation of 
bis having enirred this grant in his present slulomenl as having been 
(iriginalty conferred in Ihc^^ year 1715 instead of 1753, observes,—-*iii 
the lists prepared in l!H31 the c/ate of ihc original grant is state<l to be 
1753, which was the year in which ihc family received the bnlkof its 
Wutiujam, tiamely ten laklis (>f mpccs per annum, bttl during the 
present Yesuarehes two grniils, nanudy of tlie villagcHof hloliuknl nnd 
dcolee, have been diseavered bearing the date herein given [I7ir>|.’ 
The two villages Toferrcil to produce a total annual rcvenite t^f 
which bears a very Iritling proportion to the entire Biirin- 
jniii, which consists of Ibirly-iiine vilbiges, of the animal value of 
Rs. 52,31"i-l 1-3. ISeforc, liiereforc, it can be admitted that the whole 
of this grant was made, as now altrgcd by Mr. Warden, in the year 
1715 instead ofin 1753, as entered in the previous i^tatoinont?;, it will 
be requisite that ei|naily clear and satisfactory proof be afTorded in 
regard to each of the other lliiriy-seven villages, as in the ease t>f the 
two villages above alluded to.'^ 

00, Mr* Warden, in preparing his lists, bad recorded merely the dale 
of original grant of each Surhijam, without reference lo subsequent 
enjoyment; but (lovernment, in the 9th, 14tli, and Kith paragraphs of 
their Foliticnl Sccrciary^s letter. No. 1^90, dated the fttli May 1S15, 
cspceinlly directed the attention of the Agent, Mr. 13rown, to the ncccs- 
E^tty of obtaining and recording in the revised Hats this important 
information* 

(U. The Political SccrcLary’g letter concluded by pointing out the ne¬ 
cessity of extreme caution on the part of the Agent, who was informed,— 

“ The greatest care should be taken in collecting the fuilber infor- 
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now crLlloJ for llic: rc-aponifl^ of tlie fjocstion of tli<" 

f'hnrarlirr of ifn^s^c j'miits [iroscnls an opporlunity for tlie commia^ion 
of fraud and tloccpiion wlijcli tlic greatest caution and vigilance on 
your part can alone prevent,” 

(12* ''I'lie TPviHi‘d liptfi were on iho SOlh October 1817 tiu!>fniIteiI 
(Agenffi IcUcr No. 3 78) to Oovemmentp wlioon Ibe 7lh April following, 
in the LMiief Weevetary^H letter No. 1447, called for aomu siipplcmetifarv 
information) and tlu^lhc Agcntaflbrdcd in liis letter No. 187, on ibn 22 ikI 
'4'Angiif^l 18 IS. The lists were then forwarded to England, and received 
tliu gcnrral wiiicllmi of the Honorable Court of Directors on tlic t;22n<| 
Afay 18 li). (Vide Honorable Court’s despatch No* 15*) 

tuH'ernmonl, under date the 15 l]i July 1851, liilimated In their 
TU^v[-nm' J^ecreiEiry’s Idter No, 7283 that the scrutiny of the Tnam (’‘oni- 
inis!^ioii (the operationiF^ of whieli it had been decided should be extend^ 
i'i[ lo the Deervrni) would Jiecessaiily embrace the Revised Surinjam 
lisis^ rnpicH of whieli wei"ti Piihseqncully, iiuder orders from Govern* 
tiurnl, fuinislied by the Agent for Sirdars* 

til. ^I'hese insiriiclions were carried out, and reports made either on 
f:ases specially referred by (owemuiciit «r on withers incidentally 
bronglit under consideration,—iltalof Moreshwiir Dixit being one of tlic 
iatler class* Tin; tenor of (hcdc rojiorU was such as to elicit the foliow- 
itigorders from (Hirenirtienl in tlicir Roliiieul Secretary’s letter, No. 4175, 
dated (lie 2tjh September 1852, to the address of the luam Com- 
jnissioncr:— 

T am at the sauie lime directed lo request that you will report in 
detail, in separate letters, at your convenience, upon each of the cancn 
in (be revised Suiiujam lifst.^ with r^^fercncc to which you stale iu 
your laf^t paragraph that you liave been informed errora and over¬ 
sights of even a graver natiiro than the one now brought to notice 
exist.’' 

tJ5. And on the 1st October 1853 the revised pciu^ion lials, which 
were supplementary to the revised list of Surinjams, were also directed, 
to be tested, the following being the jnslrnctionji whieb tlio runtical 
^Secretary’s letter No* 4249 conveyed on Lho subject!— 

“ As you have in your letter No, 952i dated the 21st August last, 
given Govcmincnt reason to believe that the revised Suriujam listis 
submitted to Government by Mr* Brown, late Agent for Sirdars in the 
Doccan, under dale the Sfitli October 1S47, contain many grave errors 
affecting the interests of Governmeut, ibe Eight Honorable the fJo- 
vernor in Coiinejl considerii it possible that atmilar errors may have 
been commilled in the lists eubsequcnily prepared by that gentleman 
{supplemental to the above] of pensions granted by the British 
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Government In KammutatUm of Huriujamsi held previous and aubse- 
ejuertt to the year 1751. 

2. I uiTij, therefore, desired to transmit to you in original the whole 
of the proceedings connected with these supplemental lists, as per 
annexed list, and to rcqncrtt that you will be good enough at your 
early eoJivoiiiencc to teat their aeciiraey and report the result to Go¬ 
vernment, 

A copy of TJiy letter of this date to Mr. Krays is enchrsed for 
your itiformalion, and 1 am to request lliai you will return the origi¬ 
nal documentB accompanying this letter with your reply*" 

(jfi* Having now stated the circumsintices under which the rovifted 
lists were subjected to the scrutiny of the laam C^unmis‘^ioJlT and 
having given the subwtanco of the ]>rcliminary discussions vvliich look 
place, and of the iuNtriiclions which have bocii issued from firM to hxal in 
regard to lhe?io :dienation^^ of revenue, it remains for mo to explain the 
principled on which the above scrutiny id Uidiig made* 

fi7* After much discussion, Iho llojiorublo Cemrt of Direetors pro¬ 
mulgated certain lluJcs for applleaiion lo the Dcecan fc^urinjams 
generally, and, in doing so, desired* that wherever Mr. Mlphinslone’s 
recommendution in regard to any Suriiijam iTiiglit not aeeord with lliosc 
Hulcsi it should be dtiUberately considered which of the two hhnuld be 
acted upon ] and 1 understand tlic orders of tiovcruiTicnt lo be that I 
should report fiiUy and separately each ease in which tile above ordersf 
have not been, attended to, or in which the Government or the Honor¬ 
able Court may have applied them on incorrect or ineonqdeic iiih^rma- 
lieij,—in short, I underj^tand my inquiry to be confined lo the revised 
Surinjam lists, and tiiat it is fftfii- correctness or otherwise whioii t 
have to scrutinise* With Mr. l^ilphinslonc's early inquiry and recom- 
jnendatiotiB, all, apparently, that J have lo do is to see that they have 
been correctly recorded in the revised lists. 

68. Mr, Warden’s Ictler, from the 15th paragraph to its conclusion, 
discusses the ease of Moreshwnr Dixit Munohur,— in connection, liow- 
cver, with a number of facts and principle!^ of im|7ortanc(q and for the 
most part of very general application ^ it seems, th' re fore, desirablo that 
I should explain in how far the information at my disposal leads me to a 
dllFcfent application of those facts and prineiplcs, and to concltibions at 
variance with those of Mr, Warden. 

09. Mr* Warden, in the IGth, IHtli, lllth, and 20lh paragraphs of hU 
letter, describes aa follows eertain circumstances which appear to him 

* Paml^ph 14 of lldnoratik Court's df^iutcli No* 9, ilateil thu Till February mJ 

parugraplii 11 aud lli of ditto Ho. If, dited the 26tli Octolier 1H4:!. 

t Thu RultA refurrud to in pArt^|ih 55 of tliii letter ns those kul down bj' the llonuralilu 
Court* *ml the suhsrqticiit ■u[»[»UMiaiitAry otdetH of the GavummEJiit issued when the rei'ieion 
of the listi iTDj ordered. (Vide panigra]]lu 5^, 5@i 5I1| Gtij and 51 of this Letter-) 
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1o be peculiar to Moresbwur DixLt^s case, and lo cnlitle Morcaliwur 
Dixit to special consideration :— 

If —The original grantee having been through Ms mother allied 

lo the reigning Peshwa. 

*^2n(L —A mothcr ^9 sifter is a relation particularly respected among 
the Hindoos. 

he sacred character of the original grantee, who was a 
BcckmJtookftj and as sueh hold in venoratJotif 

—'riial the OTiginal grant lia<t been matlc with an omjdiasis 
most nimijiia], and that tltln ompliasis, declaring that the grant was to 
be always enjoyed, waa expressly repeated on the first rc-grant, and 
by implication In the last, the third grant Htaling that the payment 
was lo he made as thcrelofore, 

» —It was clear that tlmrc imiat have been some object in the 

introdiiciicm and repetition of tliis word,* so foreign to a Stinud for a 
grant on life-teimrCj which was tjnilc eomjilclo wjlliout any such word. 

fiZ/t.—^Tlic coiifRu foilowed by the sovereigns who in sncccssion 
dealt with the grant in which the word was found, and which, al¬ 
though called i\ Pidampiiii idlowaneo, was ro-grmted twice, and after 
an interval of tlfiy-one years waw found in the p03;^oHsioii of the third 
grantee, on the abdication of Dajec Kao, 

—The example of Mr. Itllptiinjilonc in rcspcrlto Anna Dcodhur. 

“8/A.—An imprcsi^ioii * that so long as Ihc family of llajee Kao had 
reigned, llu« allowatiee would Jiavc been undisturbed, and re-granted 
again and again hh un act of grace/ 

“ il/A.—'^riit! iiujidcntal fact that 'dictionary intcrjiretalions^ mipporL 
Ihc ineatilng aHnigncd by Mr. Warden to the word NcJicmec 

70. The second Pcsliwn, Hajce Rao Riillai, am? Hiiree DixU married 

Misters, the daiighlers of one JRhadajec Krisliuajee Josec, better known 
as “ the Cliasskur”; the Palanquin allowance was granted, ml to Hureo 
Dixjl, but, after his death, to his son, Verusliwiir, and It was not granted 
by the second IVshwa, nor oven by his son, whi> succeeded him ns third 
Pesliwii, but it was grunlud by his grandson, tEie fourlli IVsliwa, Madhow 
Rao Rullai: wlicn the grant was made, lliorcforc, the connection stood 
thus,—'the sister of the mother of the graiilee, Vcreshwur Jiad been 

married to the grandfather (the second Pesliwa, Rajcc Rao Bullal) of 
the Pesliwra (ihe fourth Rosliwa, Mad how Rao Rullal) wlio made the grant. 

71. It will be thus seen that the Peshwa who made tlm grant made 
it to the pon of his grand j not her ^s {not mother’s) sister. I am not awaro 
that any peculiar degree of sanctity aUaehcs lo this degree of rclalicn'' 
ship, nor, indeed, have I boon able to discover that a methci's sister I? 

’^Thc Murntiicc wuiJ Ndamcc (^^). 
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** particularly respected It is, liowcvcr, T believe, TinquefilLODablc tlia( 
by [fj ntloos all rulalions of u mother are considered cull lied lo respect 
ififi.rifu' to that jmid to all those of the father, and if such be the fact^ it 
fnrnishew a siifficifiiil comparative estimate,—a posi live one can, I appre¬ 
hend, be, at the best, but a matter of opinion, 

7^, The ehaiif^es of which we have recorded evidence were so fre- 
*|in:iit and so arhiirary, that I can scarcely conceive remote connection 
(as in I he present case) by marriage with the wife of a former Pcahwa 
to have had any great weight with his successor; but liowcvcr this may 
have been, the prince wliosc supposed fi:clings (see jmragraph 20 of 
Mr. Warden^a letter) are more especially the subject of discussion, is 
Jiajee Rao, the last Peshwa, and aa regards him tlicro can be no doiihi, 
for bis acts speaU for tliemsclvcs. He was found in the possession of 
large estates and deprived of everything;— 

Pandoorung Baboorao UaramuicekuT married io his (I3aj Rfio's ) 
inert 

Sewajec liullal Sholapoorhur, whoso daughter w’as the wife of ike 
fourth Peshwa, j\Ihadow Rao Ifullal. 

N'Jic family of the Cliasslviir, marnrigo with wliofic daughter had con- 
nceled Ifnrce ilixil with tho second Peshwa. (t>cc puragniph 70 oH thi^ 
letter.) 

Necikimt AI?oorao Paraimilcekur, into whose family a daughter ol 
the first Peshwa had inarriodn 

The Peitoh family, into which the son (Cliimiiajec Unllal) of the lirsf 
Peshwa had murried, 

7^1, In Ttojif discussing the ckiirn of any Wuiinjamdar to hold liis 
Surinjam bcrcdllarily, on the grounds of his family liavitig been con¬ 
nected by marriage wIlli any of the J'esiiwas, we have the ndvantage 
of knowing the viewn entertained by (he Honorable Court of Directors 
on the .'?uhjceL That they do not admit tlic reason ns a snilieient <mc 
ja evident from ihelr despatch saneljoiiiiig llio revised Suriiijaiii lisis (the 
20th, a2nd, 201 h, S8tli, andd2iid paragraphs of wliieh uru below fpioled), 
and r would soliell attention to the eases decided on in the 2nd and 
in the last of these paragraplia* In the former (thet of Kassinath Nura* 
yen EastJa) it will bo observed that the ancestor of the Surinjnmdar liad 
not only been eon meted with one of ttic Peshwas ware; chset^ than 
Moreshwnr Dixit's grandfather was, hot that the Snriiijam had been 
tii'chc t/cars GfifUcr f and in the other ease (lhat of Wassoo- 
duo Bullul Thuliay} it will be seen that the Snrinjam, ihe hereditary 
continuance of which the Honorable Court negatived, was behl 
at the Conquest by illti fiii/iiTi* tp/ Ihii tt ife of fhn Pcsliwa but one* 
I siiould add tliat Mr. Elpliinstoiie had recommended the hcroditary 
eontlnuauce of each of llicsc four ynrinjains, which Mr. Warden has 
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cxpliiincd not to have been the with regard to (hat of Morcahwur 
Djxii:— 

^*20* The eases in which Mr. Elphinstone, when Commiasionor in 
file Deccun, recommended that a more proJouged lonnre should be 
granted to particular Stir!njamdars than is provided for by the present 
Hu1g» 4^ have also undergone revinal by yon^ and they are enumerated, 
wjlli remarks, by Mr. Brown in a Hupjdejiiental list submilled by tliat 
odlcer. We proceed to review them in tlicir order. 

^^22. Class IL No.3, Kassinatli Narayen Easlia (valueRs.359),— 
Same recommend at ion. The estate has been hold by the family froin 
1754, and the original grantee had given his daughter in marriage to 
one of the Peshwas i Ihcse are not suflicient grounds of exception.” 

*'29, Clas.-i II, ftTo. 13, Yeshwnnt Rao ECrislina Wakhurrey 
(lls, IKiO).—Same recommendation. The only apparent reason, that 
the sister of llio first grantee wat^ married to tlio Peshwa, Ballajco Bajee 
Itaoj is insntlieicot.” 

** 3y* Class TIT* No, 13, iTiirco Rao RamoliuiidcT and Anund 
Rao Ramehniider, (Rs. 549),—Rocommended by Mr. Elphinstone to 
bo hereditary, but the only reason shown is tlic iiisnfTieiont one that 
tlio sister of the first grantee was married to the Peslnva IJallajeo 
Hajrc Rao.” 

42. Class TTf* No. 23, Wassoodeo BuUal 4’hnttay (Rs. 1,250).— 
Same recommend at ion. The incnmljunt ai the time of the C[m<|UCst 
Jiad given a daughter in marriage to l]ic l^csliwo, Mliadow Rao ; 
reason jnsufTicienl.” 

74. J have quoted llic above eases to Jllnstratc merely (he Honorable 
f'ourP>i fhdifioii on ihcui^ ua $f4 forth /« the nivhrd SHfitijam HHr. I 
tncniion this because one obvjims error in oi^e of these cases ha.s bceomc 
apparent to me, while ensiially referring to tlic li.sis during iIjo }>r[!pa- 
ratloji of this report. In the tubular sialcineut forwarded lo (loveni- 
iTient with the AgenPs letter No, JH7, of the 22nd Angmt ilic 

f[>llowing reasons arc assigned, in the column headed ^‘Remarks,” as 
those for recommending that the Rurinjam (entered as No. 11 in the 
tabular statement) of Kaf^sinuth Naraycn Rasfia simuld be cootinueil 
hereditarily — 

The ancestor of ibc present incumbent was a mcrelian!, :ind his 
daughter, named WarriiDScebace, was given in marriage to Baji^e 
Rao Rughoonath Peshwa, and it was on this account that iln^ village 
of Hliorapoor was given as fi^urinjrnn in J754, and the Jnghecr was 
contjjined for three generations under the JVsliwa's rule,” 

But the Pcsh\v:i, Bajee Rao Ruglioonulh, who maTriecl Warrunsee- 
hui-e, not fnu it itt 1751, nr nntii snuic iitjctilif nfforwardit. 

75- It if, I belief r, a mistake to siiimpose ihuf liir Palainpdo allowance 
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was originof/y granled to a Jhckifhookh, which means nothing more or 
legs tliati a Brahmia beggar. Hurce Dixit was a Biiekahookh, but Mh 
aon Vcrcahwiir, to whom ihc grant was made, (see paragraph 70 of this 
letterj was notune; he was a ^aruhusth,''or gentleman in the posseagion 
of pm|>crty and power, and it was as a Go vcrmnetit official (Government 
jnanagor or Xomavi^dar of a district in Khandoish) that the Palanquin 
allawnueo was granted to liitn. 

7(5. The circumMiances above described lead, I tlilnk, irresistibly To 
The condasion that Vcrcriiwor Dixit could not bavu been, and could not 
have been looked upon as a beggar when he wa.s granted the Palanquin 
SurixijaTii aUowaticc, but there is addUiotial proof forihcotning that be 
was not so considered, azid it is this r— ►the form of written address lo a 
'‘BeckHlmokii” differed essentially from that to a '‘Orulmstli,” and lUi- 
wlicrc, of course, was tlijs dinerencc more sCTupulously pjeRervtid ihaa 
in Suntids and other docunjcnts emanating from the liead of (he fState, 
liiiiisolf rt Brahmin. The Peshwa’a Snnud making the original grant of 
the J^alanquln Snrinjam allowanec lo Vercidiwur Dixit is addressed it) 
a Gruhusth,’* and the Snntidw rontiiudiig I lie fturinjam to the aon and 
grandson of the original granUto are liUnwii^e so addressed ; so tliul ilicy 
may be accepted as the best possible evidence of tlie intention and view 
of tlic grantor in this respect- 

77. Bnt To render fully intelligible tlie preceding paragraph, I must 
explain that fitrakahoofiks in this oounlry are such by profi;s.sion and not 
by cosifi* Tiic distinction is an importaiit one, beeausc, ahlioiigh no 
Hindoo could change liia caste, liis profossiun to a certain ox Tent 
depended upon himself, and tboBo who were beggars professionally 
remained so juiit so long as they jileascd, or so hing as their necessities 
obliged them, and no longer: mendieEincy, although tolerated gene¬ 
rally, was vc}ierntcd only when a Brahmin found it necessary to heg; and 
it may, Iherefore, 1 think, be reasonably supposed that this was but one 
link in the skiirully forged chain by which one class of men managed 
fur centuries lo fetter their fellow-creatures in a manner which the 
world is not again likely lo witness* Allliong]], however, such was the 
position a Brahmin commanded, even when subsl.aingon the bounty 
of othcTP, it cannot be supposed that, as a general rule, it was preferred 
to uiliuenec, or cvcl lo independent circunnstanccs; but it is certain 
that the rcspei-t in which Brahmin beggars were held, and the counte- 
nance which was atforded to them, had the ]>criiiciuuH effect of rendering 
mendicancy loo often preferable to a life of honest toiL Those who 
abandoned u life of begging on becoming possessed of means were 
considered and ranked as Griilmsths'^ or gentlemen, and such appears 
lo have been Vercshwiir Dixit’s cage. 

7S. This fniglitboilluftlraU'd by almost any number of oxamplcs, Inti 
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two of the most striking wit]] nrhich I have hceomc aeqaaintcd will 
piobahly sufficCi— 

The first that of the great ratwnrdhun family, better known asi 
the ** Southern Jaghcerdars,” whose common ancestor, Hurhhut, was 
nothing more than a Bcekahookh. 

The eecotid instance is that ofOungatjlmTShastrce, who was mur¬ 
dered at Punderponr, while in attendance on llio Peshwa as an am¬ 
bassador at hjs court, GnngadJmr Sliasirce had been in his youth a 
beggar (HeeksUooklO, but was at the time of his death the highly paid 
servant of the tiaekwar, and was deeply engaged in the [mHiJeal 
transactions of the day* 

7i>. Mr* Warden^fl impTession, <Mhal ibc original grant had been 
made with an emphasis most unuifual, and that there must have been 
some object in the introduetion and repetition of this word [ibc 
Aluratlicc word Neheinno so foreign to a Sunud for a grant on 

lirc-tennre,” adinifs, f liiink, of ready csplanation: the word Nohemcc 
is not to be found in any Sunuds for hereditary grants, if J may judge 
from all which have come before me in The usual routine of business; 
from hundreds which J have examined myself; and from thousands 
which I have caused to bo examined on Ihis occasion. Hereditary 
grants, iiowevcr, cxeeptrid, I am mpt aware that the use of the word was 
most unusual, or that its tiicrc in»ertJoit ncccfjsariiy Iropartcd any espe¬ 
cial degree of mnplia>:is to a Suiiud, or that it was foreign to a Samul 
for a grant on Ufc-lenure. Tlic ward is to be found used on all sorts of 
occaftjons, and for all sorts of ]jurposes, Sftve those indicating itoreditary 
continuance, as will be seen from the statement annexed to this letter, 
and marked V.* 

80. 1 would beg attention to the entry No. 4 in the staiement above 

referred to, as it completely illustrates the correctness of the intorpre- 
latjon placed some time ago by ffovernment on the w^ord Nehcmee. 
(Revenue Sccrelary^e letter No. 7229, of the 7t]i December 1849.) The 
entry joferted to is that of a Sunud containing an order to an ofilcer 
ciitfusted with the revenue luauagement (Rumavees) of a district, to 
charge to Govcrnuicnt a certain atuoant regularly (N61iemec) ou account 
of his own salary, 

81* There are many other instances in which I have found the word 
recorded, sometiRnes with reference to money payments, sometimes totiio 
acts of individuals, and sometimes with reference to land resumed and 
ordered to be held in future (always,—Nchemec) on account of the Go- 
verntnent, but nowhere have 1 found any case in which the word is used 
to signify, cither directly or by implication, hereditary tenure. 

* TL« in stances cantunet] m this stiitemcTit tiave purpowly hecn contineil to Sunudi issued 
by the Fedimi, who gfanted the Filftnqaia dlowauce to Vcrcihwnr Disit lu a. d* 
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StJ. The asc! (tf llie wortl NtjHcmec, Iiewcver, Jii such ccifien, was bv 
no moans gctn^ral t soiijuliine:^ if was in an order, sometimes 

not, as Mr. Warden his m his Irttfi paragraph shown to have been the 
ease oven with regard to this grant, the two first Siimtds for which 
c<imained the word, while the third and last document did not. Mr. 
Warden thinks tliut In the third ease the word must be considered to 
exist by implication, and I see no reason for ditfering; but 1 wonld 
remark that this fact alone shows how little the expression can be held 
to imply anything like hcredilart/ continuance ; for where an hereditary 
grant was made nolliing was left to be Inferred,“the leniisof the Sunud 
were always distinct, and always equally full. Hereditary continuance 
JO SJnniuls granted by the Uesliwa’a Government to Hindoos will be foniid 

I, \ 

^ ^ ( Womisb I* ur urn purine 

Pot^r roii^^'cc j * words and their meaning arc familiar tu 

all clasBes-^even to the cnllivator who can neither read nor write. 

Hil. The fact lliat this Palancpiin allowance “ was re-granted Iwiec, 
and after an interval of fifly-one years wna found in the possession of 
dm third grantee, on the abdication of J3njcc Uno,’^ cannot, I think, nnllilc 
it to any moro coasidoration limn has beeni slu^wii to many oh/rr Siurin* 
jams, A ease in point is found in the 31 at paragraph of the ironorablo 
Coutfs despatch No. 15, of the 23nd May IBtO, In which it is staied,— 
“21. Class 11, No. 1, llurnc Trimbnk Raiijiingaumknr^—Recom¬ 
mended by Mr. KlphiUHtonc bereditary, the only apparent Tcason being 
that the ^tmud is dated 175^1 j but though this is only two years later 
than itic limit fixed by us, it siitTices to bring the estate wilhiu the class 
of Rnrinjams granted by the Peshwas, and wc see no reason to tnakc 
the case an exception to the Enies." 


to have been almost invariably cxprcsactd 


And another equally applicable case is the one decided on in the 22nd 
paragraph of the same despatch, and already quoted in the 7drd paragraph 
of this letter^ 


Si* Mr* Warden thus describes the circumstances under which PlJr. 
Elphinstonc made an exception to his rule fn favo'.r of Anna Deodhur, 
in paragraph 14 of hia letter 


“ For example,—Anna Deodhur^s niece was given in marriage to the 
last Peshwaj who bestowed a Surinjam on his bride’s uncle. The 
holders of land granted by the last Peshwa Mr. Elphiustoao consi- 
dered entitled to pecuniary pensions only, but llic Surinjam of this 
Sirdar, whose family had been honoured by an alliance with the 
reigning house, was reserved to him.” 

But 1 find additional and very strong reasons recorded in this case* by 


• Extend m Mr. Elpliirtiumc'i littfl m H*. 10 under the head “ Sirdtn or great Chiefs/^ 
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Mr. Etphinatone; so eirong, inJect], ais to lead niQ to belloret judging 
from similar cases decided oD| that Mr. ELphiostonc would have hardly 
rejected them, even had no others existed. Mr. Elphiustone*s deciaion* 
states them to have been,— 

To have hi 3 personalJaghear, Es. 20]000t according to the general 
rule No. 1. He has only held it for ten years, but bis father waa a 
respectable Minister, and he had. himself Rs. S0,000 a year from fees 
in ihe Buftur before bis Jagheer was granted him." 

85. Mr. Elphinstoue, under Ihe citeumstances just explained, 
allowed Anna Leodhur to hold, as a special case and for life^ u Eurlnjam 
received from Eajee Kao, whose grants it waa the general rule to resume; 
and Mr. Warden (If 1 correctly understand him) is of opinion (aeu para^^ 
graph 20 of Mr. Warden^s letter) that Moreahwur Dlxii^s case may be 
made an exceptional one, in “ following the example of Mr. Elphiu'- 
stono*V but the Surinjam of Anna Dcodhur (who was a mar connes^tonoi 
the last Peshea) was continued as an act of grace, and then as a 
ii/e-^rani, whereas Morcshwut Dixit's claim to hold his Surlnjam as 
an hereditary one was stated to rest on a deed of grant (Snnud) declar-^ 
ing it to be ao.f 

8C. The dictionary interprcialious to which Mr* Warden refers he 
explains to be “ constantly,’* “ regularly^'(marginal note to paragraph 
]Jl<^f Mr. Warden^a EcUcr), and these are the precise meanings which 
(jovemment have already attached lo the word Nchcmcc,” and the 
meanings, also, in which llic term seems to have been used by ihe 
Peshwas^ Govcrnincnl. Butin Mr. Warden’s lists ^'Nchcmec*’ was 
ti-an;^Iated as “ perpetual" (see paragraph 125 of I his letter), and this js 
the interpretation which, as aj^plicd to a Surlnjam or to any personal 
allowance, I have hitherto had in view aa an incorrect one. 

87. Under all the circumstances above explainer], iJjcrcforn, I am 
unable to agree with Mr* Warden in aupposing Moresliwur Dixjl’a 
Palanquin Surlnjam allowance to have been granted and continued 
under any peculiar circumstances j and as to what the last Peshwa 
would have done with it, had he continued in power, I cannot hazard an 
opinion, for Bajee Rao’sown acts proved {as f have shown in paragraph 
72 of this letter) how little dependence could bo placed on him; but even 
admitting Bajee Kao’s favourable disposition towards this Sniinjamdar, 
ihe argument would apply with equal or greater force to many other 
holdings which the British Oovcrnmenc have found it neither Tequisito 

* Thttt of lh« toiuintit ia Mr. Dphinitotie^r lUtm are headed mpectiTely " Hcmtfkc,” 

" Dccuioa*’* and Por wlitt period rewmmGdailad-’^ Mr. Wprden’t quotatiotn ii from the 
dnt of thne ooliUDne. 

tin Mr. Wwilen’t Irita—"peiiHtu(d”j ui Mr. Biowa’s reriacd 
On heredituy teuOM.’' 

8a 
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nor expedient (o recognise as hereditary ; and it thcrGfofe sicems to me 
dangerous to base (oven partially) any sneh canccHaion on gmtinda 
which might be made of such very general application. 

83. I have thus endeavoured in paragraphs 60 to 37 of this letter 
to explain my reasons for entertaining an opinion differing from that 
of Mr, Warden as regards this portion of tlio question, which, however, 
ap}>ears to have been ntrwt f<fr the Jirti bruiiglit under diseussion. 
The following is an extract from the Political Secretary's letter No, 9D4, 
of the Dth May 1643, paragraph 4, clause 6, directing tlic prepuTatiim 
of the Sorinjam lists according to the Rules laid down by the Honorable 
Court of Directors, and describing one item of information especially 
required to be— 

**Thc tenure on which the Surinjam will be held by the incumbent 
on the piinciples laid down by the Court in their despatch dated the 
26th October last, and in any case in which you may be of opinion 
that those principles should be departed from, you arc requested to 
submit to Government full information of the grounds on which you 
may propose such deviation.’^ 

And Mr. Warden, m subinlttlng the lists, informed Guvernment an 
follows in paragraph 2'S of the Agent's letter to Government No. 22Ctj 
dated the 39lh DceombcT 1844 

“ No. 7 is the list, contemplated In the I2th paragraph of the Honor¬ 
able Conrrs despatch, of eases iu which the services or merits of the 
family, or the populartiy of the act appear to furnish an adequate 
inducement to prolong, in cxeeplion to Rules, the tenure of the 
Jagheers. I have, as you desired, stated the grounds on which 1 am 
of opinion that llic£«c principles might be in regard to these ca^cs 
d eparlc d from. 

While in the lists the only reastm assigned in the column headed 
** Remarks” of list No. 7 of Mr. Warden^ Jials of 1834, entry No. 3, 
for making Moreshwur Dixit’s a special case, was,—- 

“This grant is entered here because the Sanud on which it is held 
dedarctf it to be perpetual.” 

89» The Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Brown, when specially* called upon 
for informaticn regarding Moreshwur Dixit's Palanquin ailowancc^ 
reported as follows 

The Sunud QXpTCSGty mentions that this Sotinjam should always 
(vrw^) be conlinucd on hereditary tenure, which gives weight to 
the claim of this individual that his Jagheer should be considered 
hereditary/* 

* After the Tcviicft li^s were Aubmittedj Goremmeol eallud for furthf r infofmaiiau. (Set 
liaTiiCEApb £8 qI thU letter.) 
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And Mr, Warden, fcfcrring to the above paaflage, is of opinion (see 
parngraph 23 of Mr. Warden’s letter) that,— 

** At the aamc time that Mr. Brown recorded this, he endeavoured to 
guard himself against being misapprohcDdcd by intioducing the 
original Murathcc word in the original Miirathcc characteFf wliieh hn 
translated * always.^” 

ButJt seems to me that the error was iiTfll committed (see paragraphs 
127 and 12R of this letter) in introducing at all the word hereditary,” 
and that this error was greatly inercased by the subsequent introduction 
of the original word in the Mpraihoe charaoteri translated as ** always”; 
for allhough in the Sunud there was no word to be translated correctly 
as hereditary,” it might in the firnt instanco have bcoti that **heredi¬ 
tary” had been confounded with **always,” bnt at last always” was 
given with its Muratheu original (Nehemcc, and ** on hereditary 

tenure” (for which there then remained no corresponding Muratheeword 
of any sort) adfhd, the wording of the Snmid "being thus made 
slrnngcr than ever. {Sec paragraph 29 of this letter.) 

HO. Mr. Warden prcBUiucs {paragraph 24) the OoVcrnmenl to have 
inif‘T}ireied the word ** Nelicmce,” in the case of Morcsliwuf Dixifs 
ihilaminin f^urinjam, as lliey did in the ease of the WurgbftSun allow¬ 
ance to which i fcfcrred when rcporliug in the first instance upon 
AToresliwiir Dixit’s ease (i, f. that it was interpreted by ilia tiovemmeut 
* iis “ regularly”), and that both Bir George Clerk and the Honorable 
Court must have known that hereditary in the ordinary sunse of the 
word could not be applied to a Burinjam; but I have already explained 
(see paragraphs 21 to 26 of this letter) that hereditary Surlnjarns do 
exist, and that the Honorable Court adverted (o this fis-i as a rare one, 
when they sanctioned the hereditary eontinnance of Moreshwur Dixit's 
Snrinjnin because the Sutiud granting it was staled tojeontain 

distinct words of inheritance/* It seems, therefore, clear that both Sir 
George Clerk and the Honorable Court could only look to the report 
he foie ihcm in Moresliwur Dixtfs case, and that report declared the 
Bnnud to mention tliat the Biirinjam should always be conti^ 

niicd on hereditary Icnnre. 0« ihin inforniation Sir George Clerk 
recordod* an opinion that although the grant, os one of a.u. 1766, did 
not ^*come within the general Hu)laid down by the Honorable Court as 
conferring an hereditary title, the fact of its having been neslgucd to the 
ancestors of the pregent incuinbent on hereditary tenure fieeined a suf- 
licient reason for thl« [the Bombay] Government to recommend that Hie 
provisions of the Snnnd granted to this [Moreshwur Dixit's] family 

* Rue ;Trn:i> of proMediiij:^ of the Govemtnunt, tniistqitted to lifr. Warden wjtU the 
Chii-f iSecrctary'4 letter No. 4401, of the 9tli October 
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should be upheld/* And the Honorable Court of Directors, In 
deciding on the case, did so in terms so distinct ns to leave, it appears 
to me, no room for supposing that thc^ acceded to the recommendation 
of the Government on any other but the exact grounds on which it had 
been made c. because the ^urinjam was one stated to be held under 
a 8unud declaring it hereditary); the Honorable Court observed,— 

“In this case the Sunud is of the date of a. m 1766, but is stated to 

contain (what is rara in such cases) distinct words of inheTltance. 

This Surinjam, therefore, should be hereditary/* 

01. Under the circumstances recorded in the last paragraph, 1 am un* 
able to agree with Mr. Warden (paragraph 94), and I cannot suppose it 
possible that either SirG. Clerk or the authorities at the India House 
could have known “ that Mt. Brown could only mean what Mr. Blphin- 
slone meant when he spoke of the belief that the holders were entitled 
of light to an be re dit ary tenure**; for Sir George Clerk distinctly record¬ 
ed his recommendation to rest on “ the provisions of the Sunud," and the 
Honorable Court, with equal distinctness, declared their sanction lo be 
accorded as the Sunud contained “ distinct words of inbeilt- 

ance,” Merc/hre, the grant should be hereditary* Added to ihia, it must 
be remembered that Mr. Klj>liiDstone, when expressing his belief that 
the holders were entitled of tight to ab hereditary tenure, distinctly de¬ 
fined the right to be one based on length of possession (t, e. possession 
from the time of the Mogul Emperors or Battara Rajas), and not on" 
Act editarff tiff/ whereas Mr. Brown’s recommendation was based, 
and his rccommeudaliou was acceded to, upon the supposed existence 
of an hereditary title-deed, w'liere there ttfccs not the length of possession 
contemplated by Mr. Elphin^tone. 

92. Z do not think that the very striking comparison between the 
French fisherman and ihc member of ihe royal family of Great Britain, 
drawn in Mr. Warden’s 27th paragraph, can upply to my report of the 
2lat September last. No. 327, in which It was not my intention to 
institute any comparison whatever between Ballajcc Punt Nuthoo and 
Moreshwur Dixit or his ancestors, but merely to refer to a decision bear¬ 
ing materially upon the case reported on, and in which the Honorable 
Court had declared generally that Palanquin allowances were not, per 
' se, hereditary* The Palanquin allowance particularly adverted to in 
the Honorable Court's decision that of Ballajee Punt Nuthoo, certain¬ 
ly, but had it been one granted to one of the Putwurdhnu Chieftains it 
would have been equally referred to by me,—my reference was not to 
the individual to whom the allowance was granted, but to a particular 
description of allowance granted by a particular authority; in both 
caeca the grant was of the same deseriplion (i. e. an allowance for a 
palanquin), and in both cases the grant emanated from the same 
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RDurrc (the Government). To this cxieni I viewed them as exactly 
alike, 

93. The whole of Mr, Warden's 28lh paragrajih is hailed on the a3sum{i- 
lion that Mr. Elphinstone's* decisions haVe been questioned ; but I have 
explained lhah as fat as I am aware, my inquiries have nothing to do 
with Mr, Blphinstoae's decisions, and that I am desired by Government 
to ascertain merely In bow far the decisions of the Honorable the Court 
of Directors on the revised Surlnjam lists have been passed on facta 
correctly and completely stated. Mr, Warden, however, here (paragraph 

refers to more than one important subject, on which it seems 
especially desirable ilmt I should furnish Oovetnment with ali the 
information I possess, as they are intimately connected with the gene¬ 
ral question of the alienation of public revenue. 

94. The first and most important of these subjects is the state of the 
records of the late Government (better known here as *Mhe Poona Duf- 
lUT^^), regarding which considerable misapprehension seems to prevail. 
Mr. Biphinstonc many years ago alluded, as Mr, Warden has now done, 
to the incomplete state of these recordi3, and when Mr. ElpLinatone 
wrote, he was correct, in so far that a portion of them had been removed 
to (he dilfcrcnt Go]lcc(orates,f but a jioFtiont consisting only of district 
accounts of management, the Stale diaries, the ledgers,| the estimates, 
and, In fact, the more important portions of the Dufliir, were kept entire at 
Poona, and were there catalogued, and thus rendered much more avail¬ 
able for all practical purposes than they could previousiy have been. 

06. Sueh was the state of things when Mr. Elphinstone wrote in 
1339, and even then I can i^carccly conceive the separation of the above 
described portion of the records to have been an absolute bar to obtain¬ 
ing information as correctly as before, though it could not, of course, 
have been obtained as easily or as quickly; but F need not dwell 
upon this, because It ia a atato of thijiga which exists no longer,—in all 
districts over which the operations of the Jnam Commission exlesd, 
the records have been, under the orders of Government, returned by lUe 
different Collectors, and arc now under the solo charge of this depart¬ 
ment; so far, llietefore, as regards the Deccan Snripjams, I have at my 
disposal the whole of the Duftur 1o which Mr. Elpbinstone alluded as 
having been entire in 1818 and 1B19, 

* Mr. Wanlcn Limielf tiu-, hnwcvci'. oub in the not? to t)i« ^th of his 

letter^ that Mt. Elphibttoac's iDfiuirieB did not timbnee MoreaLwur Pkit'a cue, aU1ioii||;k tlio 
revioed Surinjsm lilts were frstned and isiLctloDed uniltr the IrapreBaion that Mr. Biphitiitono 
bad recouimetided it to be made ■ li/e-gronC. 

f The Poann and Nuggnr diatrict arcountaij (lowevcr, i/rcre not tliiia rcmovcdj and in tJiefle 

diilHcta the larj^ portion of Deccan Surinjami tru oompriicd. 

^ The Oburnea ledger ia one of tlie moat perfect State KOordSi especially with regard to 
revenue niiaagctiient» which haa probably ev«r bg^in framed and preserved b any cpuntjry 
under tU'C last Peshwa^ lio^ever* this valuable ledges itm bo 4 kept. 
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9G, But 1 bavc now at my mneh Duftur in a^fdUwn in llio 

above, anti among adililtonal portion ate to be found soino of tlie 
moat valuable* accounts which the Pcphwa's recordH contain, e. the 
ficcounls of inanogeiiienl an<l estimates for the period immodlnlcly pre- 
ceding the war in lrS17. At the breaking up of the Deccan Comnijs- 
sion in many cnormoiis heaps and rooms full of papers remained 
in the record house unexamined and just as they had been thrown 
there at the taking of the country, and it la only within the last eight 
years that they -have been put in order and the valuahlof portions 
extracted and arranged for use the complclion of this, indeed, only 
took place a few months ago^ 

97. I have as yet alluded only to the State records of the late Go- 
vemmont,— i. c, those accounts which were either framed under the 
immediate orders of the PcsKwa, or were rendered to him at f^latcd 
periods; but these doeumcuis, though very valuable, arc iasuincicnl alone 
to test every description of alienation of rcvcuue : there arc the detailed 
accoanta of management, which wore* in many eases not rendered to 
Government j there are the aceounis of the hereditary olliccra i and, alwvc 
all, (here are the registries of land, ail of which remained in tlic pnsscH- 
sion of the local aiithnritics. Very few of tlieae acconuls were obtained 
at the conquest of the country, nltliougli the enormous number wiiieh 
have been dtscovered^ within the last eighteen months afford con vine in g 
proof of their existence, and of the cnrc and pertinacity with wtiich they 
have for fio many years been concealed and withlicld from Government— 
in a majority of caffes by their paid pcrvanls, the hereditary oJricer>!- 
Some idea may be formed of the nature and value of these hitherto 
witliheld accounts, when E state that the land registries are the 
documents by which a very large proportion of the alienations of public 
revenue can be tested, 

9P. This is not the place to dq more than allude generally to this 
subject, especially as the details have been already so fully laid before 
CovernmcnlJ it with however, be well to specify one of the most 
striking instances which has come to my knowledge of the extent to 
wLdch nccoimis of tlic late Govern me nt have bccii withheld, and of the 

• Tlie Sfltti ]>jint|^Eip1i (jf Captain Cowper’i T&iwrt Noh of the l!?tU Mitrcli 1053, illus- 
hfAtc* in a rcitiHrkaUle manucr the vnluc nf tliunc lately fnunti cccoiintaf 

t Wliun it Ib atiitcit that tio leu* than fiSf ikov^and ImmiiteH of uBtfuI aeeonnta have been 
thn* e^traictcil, some idee c*n he fonacd sf the (tmuunt of adJitioeal inffirznatiop wliich is now 
for the fint tiroe avniluhk. 

t Tlie 4th paragraph of the Initn CoimuiBsiionpr'i MiKtrt to Govemmoaht dated Che 0th 
April 1^63, NOr adverted to thii ori^aniacd ayvtufn of raiicealiuentj irhirh hu been wwco 
foiind to eaiflt to nil hifiiiifcrly preatef extent than vtbb then snppaMid possible. 

II Tlia dth i)airDi;^ra]>h i>r the loam CamioLsaioner^N re|Kirt No. iittl cxplafiitd ta GoTejimhEint 
liDW fidly thli foet luu lieeo underttoud and eak-ululed npon by tlie person* concealing Uicse 
nrrountVb 
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tlTccts of th^ AyMGin^ whichj though QttftCkod, is as yci far from destroy¬ 
ed,* Tlio case refcTred to was reported in my loiter No, 433j of the 35(h 
October last, which I will quote at length - 

“ A perusal of the EnglUh records of the Commissioner in the 
Deccan has informed me of another case, which aecius bo strikingly 
ilhislratlvc of the syatcmalic concealment of accounts of the Peshwa&* 
Cot'crnment hitherto practised that I bog to submit it for your 
eonsidcmllon. 

2. After our occupation of the country in 1817, it became a 
matter of the utmost Importance to obtain correct information regard¬ 
ing the transit^ custom, and other duties collected in the Deccan^ 
and for this purpose inquiries were instituted in every dircctioni and 
the Collector of the large dislrict of Ahmednuggur was, with other 
functionaries, cailod upon by I ho Coinmjjisioncr to obtain and furnish 
ail the information Jio could procure regarding the Nuggur OoUec* 
turate. 

** 3, The Collector's report did notalTord the requisite information, 
and he was again addressed on the subject. A copy of his reply to this 
Kceoud requisition is annexed; it is dated the 13th September 1830, 
and thus accounts for the mcompictcnoss of Ills previous Biatemcuts:— 

“ ^ 1 beg leave furilicr to add that the whole of the accounts 
connected with lids subject were kept at Poona under the Murathas, 
and that in consequence of this fuel tlicic is not a single document 
from which the roughest guess could be formed of the collections 
for any one year. If any statements arc procurable, I should think 
it most probable they would bo so at Poona, where Chinto Punt 
JJeslimook, the great customs farmer, resides.' 

“ 4, There can, I apprehend, be no doubt that endeavours were 
made to procure accounts from the source pointed out by Captain Pot- 
Unger, and there can be as little doubt that previous to the receipt of 
his letter just referred to, the Commissioner must have made inquiries 
in the same quarter. In how far the efforts made were successful can 
be pretty accurately surmised from the fact of Captain Gordon having 
in March last obtained from the Deshmook^s family four (turt-loads 
of accounta of the late Government, chiefly rcfemug to the customs. 
That the rcvenuca of a large portion of this PreHidency have 
sulTcrcd greatly from the concealment of the accounts o-f the lata 
Government, heretofore practiBed, is more than probable, but it seems 
to me r^ertain that they will saifer to an incalculably greater extent 

* The I7th of Cuptnin Cawper^i report No. 557^ of tlio £0th November 

fulrerU to Che oxiatioj^ dEfficiciicy in the Inw, 4 od the grrit vtvnit df Home legal uaactment 
providini^ effectiiBJIy for tJie iiip[i(Te»io'ii of the ajetem* had the Kooveqf of ths Peihiri*^ 
acooimti of KTCOUC mmiPgciiLCDt, 
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shouW tUesd document* not now bo recovered and applied to the if 
legitimate use. The Court of Directors and the Government have, £ 
belicvcj both coneorred in the opinion that the decision* of this Com* 
mission should be viewed a* final, and it certainly aeem* to me that 
they should be ao^ from conaldcraUon* both of policy and justice^ If 
1 am correct tn these views, it seem* very desirable to point out to 
Goverximcntj noit merely the great risk, but {It may, I thinks be safely 
stated) the positive certainty, as matters at present stand, of a large 
portion of the revenue being permanently alienated to persons pos¬ 
sessing no title whatever, and who, in many cases, have obtained 
possession by fratid, and have hitherto successfully evaded inquiry 
by the same means ,—L e. the concealment of all accounts of the late 
Government. 

*'6. The above must be the inrvltahle result of many of onr deci¬ 
sions, unless Government sec fit to invest us with power suffident to 
ensure the production of all afcounts of the late Gaverament. 

“1\ 6,-—i^ince writing the above, I have learned that the accounts of 
the customs received from the Deshmook"* family at the introduetioii 
of the British rule amounted to about eleven bundles, whieh have been 
up to this day preserved among the old record* in the Buftur palace at 
Toona; the aceount* refcrreiiio iu the 4th paragraph, as received from 
the siikd family by Cnptaia Gordon in March last, amount to about 
three hundred bundles^ 

99. The want of the aid of the Eicrcdilary Duftui Karkoons, which 
Mr. Warden also suppose* to operate prejudicially, does not, I am happy 
to say, exist \ one of the best of these Knrkoocs (Gunesh Krishna Fend- 
say, commonly called Haojoc Pendsay, about seventy years of age), whose 
father and grandfather spent tliclr lives (from about a, d. 1730) in the 
Duftnr, is on the strength of the InamCummi&sioncr'sestahlEshment, and 
has assisted me from the commencement; but 1 would here record an 
opinion which 1 lately took occasion to express on this subject. (Sec 
also paragraph 14 of this letter.) The following h an extract from my 
report No. 137, of the 19tli March last, on a claim to a large pension in 
regard to which this very hereditary Karkoon ad'orded information which, 
though accepted at the time (£. e. when the revised pension list* wero 
framed) a* correct, now turns out to be otherwise :— 

(^Baojee Pendsay isanold hereditary Duftur Kaikoon, with a great 
knowledge of all matter* connected with the revenue administration of 
the last Peshwa, and possessed of a most wonderful memory. Dndcr 
^ anff circumstance*, however, I should for obvious reason* icceivo 
hi* evidence In matters of this sort with extreme caution ; for though 
sometime* of much value, it i* peculiarly requisite that, as a general 
rule, it should be tested and supported by other and independent 
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testimony, and, ef^i^ecially, by ilie docamentary proof afTorded by tbc 

State rccorJftt" 

100. Under all thecirtiumstanccs which I have explained, it may, then, 
1 think, be safely asserted that the record? of the late Government arc now 
more complete, better understood, and more capable of being made gene¬ 
rally useful than they have been at any previous period of our rule. 

101. ^ The third and last atabject of importance referred to in Mr. 

Warden's !J9th paragraph Is the supposed impossibility of now ascer¬ 
taining the motives whioh influenced Mr. Klphinetone in propo!?ing the 
aetllement he did to the Governor General. Although this is a question 
already partially discussed (sec paragraphs 44 and 45 of this letter), it 
seems to me to be one of such importance, and lo be so inlimately 
foiiiuicted with the general subject of alienations, that I would again 
brieily refer to it;—the correctues? of any opinion which I may have 
formed can be very easily Icstcd, as the grounds on ’Which 1 have 
anived at my eonclnsions arc patent to fill. 1 have perused the do- 
>ipateln;s of the Government of India and of Mr. j’llplijnsione, and they 
appear to me lo dcHne in I he clcarc?! manner tlie general priaisrplrs 
tipon wfrich the f^etlleinent of the l>eecan wa^« made. Hiqiplcmcntary to 
ihciMe arc Mr. Kljilijnshiur’s rletailLaJ lEst'^, his traiif^mitlory (lespatch of 
ihe !ir>(]i OetobeJT lSi^h the Rules %vhie!i iiceompanled thut despatch, ruid 
llur j^till ijitire detailed ^laleinenls wlilr.li were jmqiared and recorded 
here, nmier lii? own orders and supervision. All ihese doeument? I 
have studied attriitively, and I am bound to say that ] Jiave, generally 
spi'nking, found Ihem not only to aflbrJ the “'record of rights^^ to 
wliirlt Mr, Warden alludes in paragrapli tift of hb Jellcr, but lo es:- 
phdn, as clearly as they do minutely, the oilier considerations which 
iiinneiiet'd Mr. Elphinsionc. The antiquity ot grcaiaess of a family; 
early adhesion to the British cause ; the neces^F^ily of jirovuling crnjdoy- 
menl for certain classes; the importance attached lo ncm-iuicrferenec with 
grants of a purely religious nature ; the policy of proserving jn rcsjiccl- 
ability }*ome great families mined by Bajcc ftao, and of preventing the 
loo rapid decay of othors,—all these, and a variety of oilier reasotis, 
Air. hllphinslone has rccof'fhd to have existed, and to have intlncncecl 
Ills dcci?ion(5 in the particuiar to which he considered Ihcm 

applicable, and in each of vfhinh he slated them to be 

103^ In his 30lh paragraph ATr, Warden alludes to the two cases 
of the PooTiindJmrce and the Vinchoorkur, which Air. ElpliJnstonc 
considered should be made excoplions to the general Unlcs laid dovvn. 

In the first of these cases (that of Boorundhurcc) Mr. Warden, T ima¬ 
gine, quotes from the “reiuarka” made in the case “ of Ncclkunt llao 
Abba roorundliuree’* (whose name stands No. 5 In Air. Elphinetonc'? 
llsti?, in the Class of Hirdars ui great Chidf»), and which arc as follows. 
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^*Thc liead af llic great house of PooruudJiuree; came iu to Sir John 
Maloolm.—Hereditary/' 

This seems to me a clearly recorded reason^ quite sufBeient to explain 
the raeommcndatioi] made ; but the remarks in the case of the head of 
the other branch of the family, **Trimbukrao Myheepul Poorundhuree” 
(whose name stands in Mi. Elphinstonc's lists as No, 14 in the Class of 
Birdars or great Chiefs), explain still more in detail the considerations 
which influence Mr Elphinslone, and allude in the following terms to a 
promise given by Sir John Malcolm in letters the dates of which are 
specified:— 

**The wbolo of hla personal lands to be restored j Rs, 10,000 of this 
sum was granted by Bajee Kao, but ia not to be rcstimGdj in conse¬ 
quence of the promise of Sir John Malcolm, communicated in his 
loUers of the Cih June and 2Gth July 

But the bulk of the Surinjnm of the family is shown by Mr* Elphin- 
Mone^s lists to have been held seventy-crglit years or brjbre a* d, 1751, and 
in the 8th paragraph of his despatch of the 25ih October 1S19, the Gover¬ 
nor General was informed that “ all Jnghcers held by ancient and great 
families were recommended to he hereditary/* so that Sir John Mai* 
colm*s promise, apparently, alfected only llio smaller portion granted by 
Bajcc Rao, the rest being rocommended for hereditary continuance 
v^TidtiT the Rules. 

103* The other of the two cases is that of the Chief of Vinchoor, 
“ Vittul Nursing/' whose name stands at the head of Mr* Klphlnstonc’s 
lists in the Class of Sirdars or great Chiefs/' and whose Sunnjam was 
restored for reasons thus recorded by Mr- Elpliiustonc:— 

“The whole of his personal lands, according to the Dufinr, to be 
restored. This is proper, inconsequence of the rcspcctabUily of the 
Chief, and of the promises of Sir John Malcolm communicated in hts 
tetters of the Sth and 2Gth July 1818/* 

104. With regard to these two enSeSj Mr, Warden observes in the 
30th paragraph of his letter,—^^That he (Mr. Biphinstone) acted advised¬ 
ly, and on sound considerations in each case, though we can no longer 
discover them, I have not the slightcat doubt,”—^but 1 cannot conceive it 
at all probable that in these cases Mr* Elphinstone can have left any-^ 
thing to discover* The antiquity of the holdings and of the families; 
the number of years daring which they bad held possession; the por¬ 
tions of the Surinjams recently granted ; the circumstances under which 
the Sirdars submitted ; and, lastly, the very letlerH promising the restora¬ 
tion of the Bnrlnjams,—all this is recorded in the Uata, and I certainly 
look upon it as information so complete as to preclude the supposition 
iJiat Mr* Blphlnstono was in flue need by other coneideiations not 
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coTT) muni stated to the confirming aatbority. {See paragraph 45 of this 
letter,} 

105* The following iji an extract from the 31st paragraph of 
Mr. Warden's letter:— 

“As I presume no one will venture, at this time or at any other 
timej to place hisopiuion in competition with that of Mr. Elphinstone, 
Itistcad of making that information (i, e, information derived from the 
State records of the Pe&hwi's Government) the grounds of disturbing 
claims which have already been inquired into hIx times, to the harass- 
iug of thc'claimants for no less than twenty years, I hope the Govern¬ 
ment and the Court of Dlteclors will forbid any one to question his 
decinions* in favour of individuals, when ratified by the early revisem 
of his lisrs, merely becausti we can no longer discover the motives 
which actuated him to restore grants.’' 

All that seems proper for me to do is to state,— 

—That r undcriitand the orders of Government (Chief Secre¬ 
tary's letters numbered 4175 and 5243, and dated respcetWely the 
24lh September and the 1st October 1852) to be «o/ that I should 
question Air, Elphini^tone^u decisions, but that I should report eases 
coming to my knowledge in whieli llic Kulci^ laid down by the Honor¬ 
able Court of Directors, as those upon whieh the revised Surinjam 
lists should be framed, have been incorrectly applied, owing to an 
incomplete or incorrect statement of facts. 

2he/.—T hat even in cases of the above description, I am not to call 
upon any Suriujamdar for any information without the previous 
^^anction of Government. (Chief Secretary's letter No* 409, dated the 
27th January 1353*) 

y/'d*—That the undermentioned reports, which have been already 
submitted, pointing nut errors, aotno of them apparently of the gravest 
nature and seriously alTcotlrig the general interests of the country, 
will enable Government readily to dutermine in how far the revised 
Surinjam lists, and the lists of pensions supplementary to them, have 
or have not been correctly framed :— 

Sutimittefi to Go7en)]ifUMit'j -■ ^ iti finn. i i .u 

with the Inim Curamiision- 1- Prehmioary report No, 322, dated the 

«r'iineinonudum No. lOHu, September last, oQ the Surlnjatn of KrUh- 

dmteit the 16th Beptanbw t, « i, * ^ j 

lg5'2* j na tlao Neeikunt Moozumdar* 

Submitted to Ga^roioetit f 2* Preliminary report No* 327, dated the Slat 

letter No* SuTinjam of Moreshwur Dixit 

dated the ideoi* iMunohur. 

* Mr* Warden Iim, hcHV<Ter» pointod out, iu s note to the StU paragrtpU of hii letter, tint 
Moreihu'iir csik t\iif not decided on by Idr* EJpkuivtoije si lUi 
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Ditto to rtittf) with ditto 
No^ (>r tli4 I4tli itlt'siu 

I>lttn t4] ildtto with ditto 
No^ uf thi: IJtli Mivtni 


lf 3. DL'hiilcd report No* 103, tliitctl the 2fith 
wiili the Irmm J !• ebniary last, on tlir HindooKtati imrlion of Ihc 

niDDf^MHtorNo. lSH:i,diLtoin8ijrinJ;iT]i now held by ChimnfiLjee Viltnl Poo- 
the Stii Ajiril J ii 

^ '^runtlrjuree* 

' Ditto t. .titloMitU .littof 

No. d&tod ilju NtiK la^t, oti the Burliijiim of Trlmbukjee Eaj:i 

[Bliosiiiy. 

r 5. Ditto ditto No. 120, tinted llio l^/lli IMurch 

t1« I4tll’i.ltai! j "" *'‘® “ [iciisitm of Vishnoo Ilnruo 

iOkc. 

f (j. Ditto ditto No. 132, dated the 17lh idem, 

Ditto to riittf) w'ith ditto]+i .v i ■ * r r «i i * 

«o. laai. sru.« l^tli l.l™ *’'* P'-«sii)n of the son of the late 

' [v eHhwiJiit Rao Dnhur. 

Ditto to ditto with ditioj 7» Ditto diuo No. 137, dated the ItHli idem, 
No* of the Util Mbin. |.]aiin to a j>L'ii*$ioii of Madiiow Jlno Powar. 

Ath .—That iny report on ilie ca^e of iMorr^hwur DijciI'h Palanqnin 
allowanee, No. 327, dated iho 2lt*l Weptginber liS->2, referred to by 
Mr. Warden, was not intended (paragrrt^diJi L32 to 131 of this letter 
fnily exphtiii this) in any way to place oplnioji^ in coinpeliTitin wilti 
or in opposifion fo thofsc of Mr. I'^phinstonep but merely to t'Otnt oat 
that the Honorable Court of Directors had, on grounds which c. a 
^uuud dcelarinf' the grant per|H'tual,'' or to bo euuliniied always— 
hereditary tetmro), as recorded, did not, appiirenlily, exisi, 
recognised an hereditary title where Mr* Pltphiiislone kft^d ttof thitte no. 

Clh *—That ill the ease reportcsl on in Captain Cowper’s report No. 
114, of the 7th March 1853, anil in others which have yet to be bron slit 
to notice, it not Mr. Elphinstonc^i^ deeision^i, but alturatio/m iff 
Mr. Elphiitiflo/tc^ft record, which arc < pies lion cd, and that In these cases, 
Mr. Iillpliinstotic'e lists afford correct in fori nation regarding the history 
of the grant, but the revised do mt. 

GM.^That in Morcshwur Dixit's oai^c Mi. MphioBtone never passed 
any opinion at all. 


lOG. In his 32nd paragraph Mr. Warden thus refers to certain of the 
Surinjams;— 

« And if Captain Cowper would address himself to the task of 
discovering the palitical ccnsidcrations which prompted Mr. Klpliin- 
Blonc in his mode of dealing with these twenty cases, and thereon 
propose a return to the original liberal decIsLOOB,* he will do good 
service to the public." 


* T woqbl obifcrvo tliAt alt Mr. B1|»)iinBtone*s dedtUxii tnbjert to ODiifirtn»ticHij which 
litgr dU rtceivrd to tht intme extetti,—L r, vantiuiunce for lit«. Thi& it especially Adverted to by 
the Hoporablc Coini id the I4th psngnpb of their dcipiteh No. 9, of the 7th Februuy 1838^ 
uil in the 2iid luneniph of a tiUwqucDt 4c*p4teb, No, 17, of the Sdeh Octoher IMS. 
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Passing ovoT ilie improbability of my tliscovoring at this laic date 
political oojisif) era lions wiilch Jjijlucnccd Mr, Klphinstone, and which 
Warden^ own ability and expcricjice have not enabled him to 
discover^ and passi rig over, also, the apparent im po^psibility of my attempU 
ing even to do so^ without cutaiigling myself in tlie very inquiry into 
Mr* FJphitisione^s motives wliich Mr* Warden so greatly deprecates 
{paragraphs 28, 30, and 31),—passing over nil this, it scctna only neces¬ 
sary 111 cxplaia in how far the course recommended by Mr. Warden, as* 
one by a<lo[iling which I ahoiild do good sot vice to the public, diflbrs 
cniiri'Iy in jirJnoipte from the cmirse whieh| ns at present jnstrueted, X 
Tuulerstand it to be the desire of Government I should follow, 

107* In the first place, the inierests of the public” I understand to 
ho those of the eoimiry at large, and of the umss of it)j people, of whom 
iIjc Snrinjamdars form a very insigniJicaiilnumerical fraction* Govern- 
inenl f apprehend to be the pauimonnl aiilhority in whose hands the 
ijiiereijlj^ of all classes are placed. And the object of Government 1 have 
nlvvEiyw conceived to be to ascertain, Ihroiigli its onicers, the jiarticniar 
eljiinis of each class, with a view to ihc equitable consideration of alt* 
108, WlicIi being (he view J take nf (bis subjcrl, it follows that good 
Service to ‘Mhc public” is not in my opinion necessarily synonymous 
with good service to the Siirinjamdars, and that it may, indeed, so hap¬ 
pen that the two interests ar# directly adverse the one U> the other. 

109* Next, as regards my own especial duty,—am I to consider it a 
part of that duly to endeavour to substantiate claims to alicnatiohs in 
perpetuity of the public revenue, or am f to confine myself to a strictly 
Impartial trial of all such claims brought forward, extending to clairrt- 
anis the benefit of doubts, and noticing all points or evidence in their 
favour which, though unknown to, or undiscovered by themselveB, may 
incidentally come to my own knowledge? 

IIO* There arc a few words of explanation I wish to ufTcr in regard 
to Inam cases, in which it is not a report which X have to submit for the 
consideration and orders of Government, but a decision which I am 
called upon to pass, subject to evcniual appeal to them* Here {i. e. in 
Inam cases}, should doubt arise, and that doubt be of a nature not 
properly referable for the interpretation of Government (Act XI* of 
IS52 provides that in certain cases Government may be thus referred to 
previous to decision), I should, as a general rule, decide on the doubt¬ 
ful point against the claimant, leaving it to the Inam Commissioner 
and to the Government to reverse iny decision in appeal, and enabling 
them to do so, if requisite, by recording the doubtful point most fully in 
all its bearings* ISuch a course seems to me necessary, because I deem 
it of very great importance that Government should not be obliged to re¬ 
verse the decisions of its ownofRcere, when passed in favour of claimanis. 
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111. There may be some who* aa eupposeit by Mr, Warden (para¬ 
graph 33), think that Mr. Elphinstone worked in the dark"’i but ihiw 
class of thinkers muat be small, and the only method by which their 
opininns could fnr a moment gain even partial credence would be that 
of noticing, and thereby giving them a publicity otherwise unobtainable. 
But I would not be understood to shut my eyes to the fact that thirty' 
stsvtm years' experience must have unfolded much which it would not 
be correct to say **escaped** Mr* Klpbinstone, but which, humanLy 
speaking, it wan not possible for him at that time, and on the first occu^ 
pafmn of a large and newly conquered country, to become acquainted 
with* While, on the one hand, I apprehended that on all questions of 
local knowledge, and of acquaintance with the men and history of the 
period in which he played so conspicuous and honorable a part, hM 
opinions nuisi remain as llie safest guide and land-mark for those who 
have succeeded him; on the other, I cannot but think that the changes 
and improvements of a lliird of a century, of which Mr. KIpliinatonc 
laid the found alien, and for which his own administrative talents paved 
the way, may, and probably have, progressed much more rapidly than 
oven he anticipated when recording suggestions for the guidance of a 
succeeding gencmlion. 

112. I avail myself of this opportunity to assure the Government that 
the principles to which Mr. Warden in hi? 34th paragraph altachcs great 
importance arc those upon which J have always* acted, and those which 
ouch day^a experience teaches me to consider the only safe ones; believ¬ 
ing Mr* Warden's opinion to apply more or less to official work of 
every description, I have found it especially applicable to the duties of 
the Inani Commission, which demand an acquainlance with the records 
of past years and with previous proceedings, only to be acquired from 
various quarters, and involving constant and laborious search but ton 
frequently unsuccessful. It seems a curious coincidence that InquiriGs 
of this very nature should have an lately placed me in possession of Mr, 
Elphinstone^s recorded orders on the subject of Inaras (adverted to in 
the 33rd and 34th paragraphs of Mr* Warden^a letter) which I brought 
to your notice in my Idler No. SI, of the I5th lebruary last, and which 
arc drawn up with the clearness and minuteness characteristic of his 
olTLoial writings. This does not seem the place to discuss the nature of 
these orders ] it appears sufficient to state that they distinctly define the 
principles upon which Mr* Elphinetone^s settlement was made, and 
which he laid down for the guidance of hia aubordinates* 

1L3. 1 have now, I hcltevc, pointed out how d:he principles upon 

* 1 frnulJ teliciC refcKUCC to m; Kport, G51, of the S2ltid December lut; on the aiijj' 
ject of tho Chmith JaghcerJen, u a^onlinj^ one iuiteiice in which 1 have tloac bQj ud in 
whieh TiiliiAble iofonziitioD wri tbiu obtfunciU 
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which 1 AID coDiltictiiig my inquiries differ from iLufte recorded by 
Mr» Warden, and I have endeavoured la do this in a form which wiU 
enable Government readily to perceive the points of difference, and to 
issue any additional instructions which may appear requisite ; it remains 
only to afford as succinctly as possible the history of Moreshwtir Disc it’s 
Palanquin Snrinjam allowance, and I shall then, 1 believe, have complied 
fully wUh the instructions received in your letter under reply^ 

114. In Suba Scotain (a. n. l7{56-fi71 an allowance for a Palan¬ 
quin, of Rs. 1,000 per annum, was granted by the fourth Peshwa, 
Madhow Kao Rullal, to Yereshwar Dixit, the Government manager 
(Komavisdar) of the Purgunaof Chaleesgaum, in Khandeieh, and he was 
authorised by iba Sunud to deduct the amount regularly (Nt^hemee, 
from the revenues of the Furguna: the form of address uned in 
ihiM and in the two gunuda berdhafter mentioned (paragraphs 116 and 
IIS of this letter) is that adopted in arldrcssing a ^^Gruhusth*' or gentle¬ 
man, (See paragraph 76 of this letter.) 

11^. Forthcoming accounts of the late GovernmeDt show the above 
grant to have been carried into effect, and the yearly allowance to have 
been drawn and cliarged until Khumus Suharn (a. o. 1771-75), in the 
name of the original granloo, VeroMhwur Dixit j the amount is shown to 
have been paid in some yearn in cash, and iu others partly in cash and 
partly by assignments of land. 

116. Vereshwur Dixit died about Kliumns Subain (a. T), 1774-75), and 
in that year aSuniid was Issued by the Peshwa, Madhow Rao Narayan, 
continuing the allowance to Vereshwur^s son, Vcdneslnvur, and direct¬ 
ing its payment regularly (Nchemee, 

117. The forthcoming accounts show the grant to have continued in 
force from a. e. 1774-75 to 1808-09, but they also show the continuancB 
to have been latterly n TncTcnominalonei aa from a. n. 1803-04 to 1807-08 
Vedneshwar Dixit is shown to have received noihiftg^ at off, the viVfagcrs 
on which the assignment was made being deserted, and the whole dis¬ 
trict in scarcely a better condition. In a. i>. 1808-00 the same state of 
tilings seems to have existed, though it is not expressly stated to have 
done so< 

118. In or about Tccaa Myatain (a. n. 180S-00) Yedneshwur Dixit 
died, and the allowance was continued to his son, Moreshwur (the pre¬ 
sent incumbent), by the last Peshwa, Bajee Rao, whose Sunud directs 
the payments to be made as heretofore (Peshjee pTnmanfs stitrfT}. 

119. In A. E. 1809-10 the two villages from which a portion of the 
allowance was paid were deserted. Moreshwur Dixit, however, got 
something in this year as a cash payment, but very Jillle,^^nly Rs. 25. 
In A. n, 1810-11 he got the same amount,—Be. 35, 

120. There are no accounts of management of a later date forth* 
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coming, but llie recortl^ contain no cwlimal^ of the revenues of Khan- 
dejah for 18io-lG, in wiiicli the original allowance of Ra* 1,00Q is 
charged In Moreahwur Uiitifa name, partially (Rs* 341'4*0) as a 
cash payment, and partially (R». G5S-12-0) aa ihe amount of the Ja* 
gbecr and Siirdeshmookce Umuia of the villages of Pimpree Kboord 
and Shorusguum, There are, therefore, no accounts forthconiing to ahow 
what the actual receipts were from a. u. IHlO-ll to 1817-18, but it is 
not probable that they could have greatly increased, as Khandcish, when 
it became a British provineCj had scarcely, if at all, recovered from ttie 
combined effects of Holkar^s invasion in 1802*03 and of the famine 
which followed, 

121- This Surinjam was included in Mr. Qlphinslonc^s list^^, under the 
head of ^^Kitta" or miscellaneous, No, 10, but it tuTus outface paragraphs 
28 to 32 of this letter) to be one of m*any regarding which Mr. tllphin-* 
stone submitted no rccommcndaiioii; it was entered in his lists merely 
as “to be continued/^ 

122, In the detailed slatcmcnt (mcc paragraph 136 of this IcltcrJ of 
Jaghcers prepared hy Mr, I^llphinstone’s Secretary, Mr, McDonnell, this 
Surinjam is lioi ito be found at all^ 

123, In ihu lisls ]}rcpaTed in a, d. 1834 (sec paragraphs 51 to 53 of 
this letter) this Snrinjajn wa^ entered in the class of holdings described 
as “granted between ihc conclusion of the Treaty of JBa^^i'eiu and llie 
nccc^^siiio of the nrilUll Govcrninenl jiiLo the Dcecau ; to he resumed on 
the death of iho pri^seiit iucambeni.'* The above eniry wa!^, however, 
clearly made by misluko, as In the body of the lists the date of 4>rigiiial 
grant was shown to be “ a, i\ 17{>G.'^ 

124- Tu A. o, 18 II Mr. Millsj the Agent for Sirdars, siibniitlcd lists 
(see paragraphs 51 ami 55 of this letter) in which AEoreshwnr DiTtiTs 
Surjnjain was entered a^ otic of those recommended to be resuna^i at 
the death of the then holders, 

125» In Mr. Warden’s lists (sec paragraphs 55 to 57 of this Jetbfr) 
of A, i>, 1844 this Surinjam was entered (No. 21 of Class IL) as ono 
entitled, under the Rules laid down by the Honorable Courl, “to l>e 
continued to the second, and the prescrihad pension granted to the 
third gcneratlou”j and it was further made (No, 3 of Class VIT.) a 
jpecial case and recommended for hereditary continuance, the reasons 
assigned being,—“This grant is entered here because the Suaud on 
which it js held declares it to be pcipciual.” 

126. The view Government took of the above eniry was recorded 
In a minute of Sir G. Arthur’s, dated the 2l3t April 1846 (paragraph 4 
of prteis of the past procerdingH of Governraent, which accontpauied 
the Chief Secretary’s letter to Mr. Warden, No, 4401^ of the Stli Octo¬ 
ber 1852), to have been,— 
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** ]\for Dixit Mnnohur hokln a. Surinjam of the Qnnnat value of 
Rs. -191 -p 5-6, wlik'li Mr El pli ins lone recommended should be con* 
Hck^red a nre-gianl‘ this Siirinjam is stated to have been conferred in 
the ytar Mr, Warden stairs that in the Sunud under which 

this ^nriiijam is held, this grant isdoclnrcd to be perpetual; the orders 
nf ihe Honorable the Court of Directare should^ therefore^ be solicited 
whether, as now proposed by Mr. Warden, this Surinjam is to bo 
considered an hereditary grant.” 

^27. A revision of Mr. Warden^s lists hiving been ordered (Chief 
Seeretary’.s letter No. dated the 9th May ISIG), the Agent, Mr- 

Brown, snhmitTcd rcvifi-r<i listfli in a* n.lH47, in %vhich Moreshwnr Di 
S^tirinjarn was unterod No. IG of Class ff., as entitled, under the Ridea 
laid down by the Honorable Couri,— 

To be eoriLinurd to the ffceond, and the prescribed pension gruiUed 
to the lliird generation,'’ 

The column of “ Reinurks” e<mbiiiicd the following statement :— 

Tlie dale of original gratil, Suba Heoiain (a, n. J7rifi), is taken 
from a Sumul in |j<>sfiCPsio]i of the Suiitijatndar, and which more¬ 
over, TCgistdrcd in Ihe IVsliwas^ IJufUir; It i^pcoliles that tliis grant 
should he considered licvotlilary/' 

In the iOlh eolnino of the above entry (No. IG of Class Tl,) Mr. 
Elpliinstone's reasons for making the grant arc entered as—^‘*To be con^ 
tinned for lifc/^ 

V2H, The f^nriujarn was further Included (No. 2 of Class VII.) in tho 
l]>!t of eases deemed special by Mr. Hrown, for rcasoniS ihu^ recorded 
in the l5th |irtTUgrapb of his iran^mitTory letter, No, 17iS dated the 2Gtli 
OtfoLer 1S47 :— 

“ Willi Tofcrcucfi to No. 21 in. Mr. Warden^s revi.scd list abovo 
alluded to, and which is recorded in Class II. uikUt N«. lb, and in 
lint 7 under No, 2, of my revised lists, Morcsliwut Dixit Mtinohur’H 
rdaJiu for his Siirinjum being made porpctiial rests on a Sunud dated 
177G, which he possci^ses, in which it is shown that this Ib^uriujam 
fihould be hereditary; it, therefore, reals with I lie HoiiorLiblo Court lo 
give cflcet or not to the purport of lliti* Sunud. 

12W. Govcrjimcnt having eallcd for further information in regard to 
the grants Tccommcndcd to be made special (paragraph G of Chief 3e- 
crreiary^s letter No, 1447 dated the 7th April 184S), it was afforded in 
a “ tabular statement” forwarded with the Agent^a letter No, 187 of 
the 22ud August 1813, the following extract from which refers to 
Moreshwur Dixtfs case 

The mother of the aueeslor of this incumbent Was a sister of 
ihe mother of Oallajce Bajeo Kao, and the wording of this Sunud 
UJ n 
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limt tfiii^ HiTrlnjani sliuiild alvrnyn b<^ fon* 

timu'd on lioroililary tenufr, whioh givon woi^hl to the claim of this 
inJj^jdtial llitit hi« Jaghror should be continued hcrcditanly/' 

This tabnlnr statement also showed Mr.. Klphittsfone's reasons for 
making the grant lo have been—To be continued for life.'* 

Idfb The gronndR on which Govern moot Tcconimendcd Moreshwur 
J>iviT*s Surinjam for hereditary eontinnanee were explained in the 
following terms, in a Minute of Sir George Clerk's, wrilfen on the 22nd 
Alaroli iSdfl before the receipt of the above tabular statement, which, 
however, made the wording of the Sunud stronger than before (see 
paragraph 89 of this letter):— 

“Mr. Brown has brought to notice that although Mr. Elphinstone 
recommended that the Surinjam of Mor Dixit (No. 10 of Class TI.) 
shouhl be continued to that indivlduat as a iife-grant only, this indi¬ 
vidual has produced a fttinnd, which is registered in the Fonna 
Dufturi in which it is specified this grant should be considered here¬ 
ditary. This S'lirinjam is a grant of the year iTiiO, and does not, there¬ 
fore, come within the geniTal linlcs laid down by the Honorable 
tTourt as conferring an hereditary title: the fact, however, of this grant 
(which is of the annual value of Ji», 491-0*0) having been assigned 
to the ancestor of the present tnenmheht on hereditary tenure is, f 
enosidcr, with icfercnce to the intentions of the Court alluded to in 
the preceding pamgraph, a siinioient reason for this Government to 
TccortiiTiend that the provisions of the Sunud granted to this family 
should be upheld.'^ 

131. The foregoing paragraphs contain, vc^'hal^ini, the reasons sub¬ 
mitted to the HonoruMe Court, who concu^fred in tliom ntul the recom¬ 
mendation grounded on them, in the following terms :— 

“In this case the 8itntid is of the date of 1700, hut is stated to 
contain (what is rare in such cases) distinct words of inheritance; 
this Surinjam, therefore, should be hereditary.” 

132. Snell were the circumstances under which, on the 91st Sep¬ 

tember last, I reported on MorcsUwur PixU's Furinjatn. In 1344 Mr. 
Warden had reported (s^ee paragraph 125 of this letter) the Sutivd to 
doelarc It to be “ perpetual”; in 1847 Mr. Brown had staled (sec pam-' 
graphs 127 aud 128 of this letter) the Suniul to specify that “ ihe grant 
should be considered hereditary''; and bad further explained (see para- 
gru[)h 129 of this letter) the precise wording of the to be that 

the Surinjam “should always (^^) be continued on hereditary 
tenure”; Government bad, on the above reports, resolved (see paragraph 
130 of this letter) that the grant, although made aei lato as 17G6, should 
nevertheless be considered an hcTcdilary one, because, as it W'as held 
under a Smud declaring it to be eo, “ the provisions ef the Sttnud 
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granted to tbi4 famUy ehqiild b« uphald”; and lastly, the Honorable Court 
liad »anotiooQd (i^ee paragraph J31 of thb letter) the hereditary conti¬ 
nuance of the Surinjam on the sott grount/f ofiho 'MiatincI words of in¬ 
heritance** BAid to be contained in the Sttnud^ and had even then added 
the observation that eiich wordB were rare. But when I referred to the 
Sunud itself^ 1 found that It contained merely the word (Nehemee), 
which had been translated as ^alwaya"’ (sec paragraph 129 of this letter), 
whereas, the (government and the Court had been informed that it con¬ 
tained words signifying always on hereditary tenure.” 

13ij. 1 thought then, as 1 think now, that Government must have been, 

completely misinformed, and f reported accordingly (No. 327 dated (be 
21st September 1S52)* That **Nchemoe"' ought not to have been con¬ 
strued as ** perpetual,” or as ‘‘always on hereditary tenure,” iu I think 
undoubted, for reasons whieh^ £ have explained at length in paragraphs 
79 to 82 of this letter : in the last interpretation aiTorded to (TOvctninent| 
the Muratlico word was itifrodiiced in the original character, and irans- 
Ifitcd a« ahvayfi,” and so far there was nothing to object to ; btii othr.r 
Englbli words, (“on hereditary tcrinre,”) for which there were no corre¬ 
sponding words whatever In the Marathec original, wore, added, imd 
these 7('i'rv the U'orifn described by the llimorable Court aa ‘‘dislinct 
words of inheritance.” 

131, My report on Moreshwur nixlt^'s Surinjam was referred by 
Citjvcrnmciil to Mr. Warden, who iias explained (mce paragraph 09 of 
tliia letter) hi^ reasons for thinking that the case should be made a spe¬ 
cial one, and that the Siirinjam .diould be declEircd hereditary. My 
tiplnion on most of these points dilfcrs (paragraphs 70 to 87 of this letter 
lire exfdanatory of Ihia) from that of Mr. Warden, and most of tlicru 
have never previously been brought forward nor discussed, I have 
already fully adverted to ibia in previous portions of this letter (see 
paragraph 88), and it ottly seems necessary to add that tlicy do not, ap¬ 
parently, alTcct jny origiaal report on this case, Rwen supposing that 
Mr. Hlphinstone had not left it an open one, his recoinmendaiion could 
not have aft'ec-ted the reasoning by wkkh ffhnc the Honorable (kmrt of 
IMrectors were induced to declare the Surinjaiii hereditary, for the ren- 
t^oning to which I refer had not tlic slightest connection (cither sup¬ 
posed or staled) with any act O'? recommendation of Mr* Elphiiifitone,— 
“The wording of the Suiiud expressly nieniions that this Surinjani 
should alwnyjf (fl^^) be conlinucd on hereditary tenure/* 

This was the reasoning which 1 quei^tjoued in my first report; the 
only material point at issue, and brought forward by me, was whether 
such a Htinud existed or not, and this material point docs not scciti 
nio at all uflcctcd by the inforiualion now adTurded by Mr. Warden. 

135. Mr, Warden lias pointed out an error into which 1 fell, in 
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bnlicvjng Mr* Elfihtnsiont to have disposed of More^liwur Dijiii^a rase ; 
and < jt^vcroiaenr, I may ob^CTv<?, appear to have supposed (bcc para^ 
graphs llitj and 130 of this loiicth as J didj that Mr, Elphinstone had 
recomtneRiled that tho Sunnjam sfioutd bo oontinucJ for life. It seems^ 
bowover> foTliinatc that the subject has now been discussed^ for the dis;- 
ijovery (see ]>aragraph 31 of this IcUer) that not oRe>half of the cases 
which Mr, E^ilphinstone^s lists contain were, from various causes, dis"- 
poacd of or inquired into by him, must, J apprehend, have an important 
hearing on all future, even should it not ailect past proeecdlngs* 

130, Mr* Warden does not agmu * in thinking that this Palanquin 
nllowancc should have been dcsigiiaied a Nemnook rather than a 6u* 
rihjam ; that it should be called a Hurinjain, allfioiigh the Peshwa's 
Sunud refers to it as a Nemnook, may be readily eooeeded without 
afll'cting tho real question at issue, and, entertaining ibiH belief, it would 
rcniaLn merely to acltnowledge lliocorrection ; but Mr. Warden has also 
expressed an opinion in paragraph 5b of his letter, that beeaiise ihc 
Paluuquiii allowance was coiisiderud a Snrinjaiu by Mr. ELphinstoiio 
utid granted by him on tlie Stiiinjuinee Icuure, without violation of the 
public faith, it cannot now be fralled anytliing elsc.*^ Jn this opJiiioli 1 
am not able to coneiir,*—In this partieular case, because Mr. Elphiiistone 
4iid not Inquire into Jl at all, and, generally, because 1 am under the 
impression (sec note to paragraph 10b of ihiii letter) tliat the jntblie faith 
stands pledged in regard to Mr, Elphinstoiie^s lists out// to the extent 
of eontinuing/nr ttj'c the hoUlmgs Iherelu entered. I much doubt 
whether Mr, Elpliiustotic over Intended fliat thh allowance ^hotdr) be 
inserted iu Ids lists at all, and f ill Ink it most probable that Jl foUTul a 
place there owing to the hurry (f^ce [laragraph 35 of this letter) in wblefi 
the lists wore eoiiipletcd : its non-entry (see paragraph J2'2 of this letter) 
in Mr, MeDonncirs stalemeut isi remarkable, and fhc more so as Mr* 
Elphtnsloiie <Ji?^linclly informed tlie CJovcrnor General in paragraph 3 
of liis despaloli dated the 25th Oelober 19l!k that the whole invesligatiou 
had been ‘‘coiomiltod to Mr. MeDonnell, who proceeded to com pare dm 
iitatcnicnts of the Jaghcerdars with those drawn upintiie Duftur, check- 
ang both by llic accounts received from the CoUeclors.^* The only eon- 
elusion at which ] can arrive is that this allowanco miisl have been put- 
jHJsely oxeluded from Mr* McDonncirs isLatemcnt, and inadvertently 
entered in Mr. Elphinslonc'a lists* 

1 have the lionoiir lo be, Ate. 

(Higned) T. A. Cowper, Captain, 

Assistant Iiiam Coinmissioner. 

* In Ititi pRFnvrAph of CA|itaiii Coivpi^^r's report No. iiS/ of tlic Slit September liirU, 
it vna itiitril iliRt " tin? Rlloniuicc shown m tlie JisLt u « Isieinjoat is dlitiTUitly eutoired ai a 
* Neiauook' in the biiuudh'^ 
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STATEMENTS A to F, 

nEi\ii 

;\U(JOMJ'AXIMENTS TO CAITAIN 1\ A* COWPEH^S LETTER 

J>ATli:i> rOO>A^ MAY IBOa. 
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20 2iul JuDimad-ool- 1783-84 The ^iJltge of BunDoleej Ratnong MoLitay. —For not producing the- 

Awol^ArabaSuma- Turf Koodall^ Sunud from the Bmja of 

SatUuHf on which the Iuaiq 
stated to be held ; 
2ndi for not pajing che^ 
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^3 





i'aciber. 


M 


A 3 *PKNDJX li* 


KinienifiHt JFi ((o arcoTapam/ Capfaitt 't\ A- CowrrR, Aiijti^fant luam 
C(mwisiiitj^er*s Lcit**y NiK 163, of fhe 2fifl3Tat/ of ffiams frOtt- 

iimtefi io direct and to coilaUral HeirHf Ufuhr the authority of the 
Peslmns^ GoverniHenit bp Sunuds ’or Orthts^ which are TcgUtercd 
or quoted in forthcomiag State Mccords^ Diaries, Ledgers, Sf^v. 


Data f>f Ro^inlry of tlirlPiinuclj 
or attfir I>o<;miiciit furon^l to. 




^itlmtariCho ikT tlic ^Linfirlp nw or quiotinl In ilia 


A. n* 


Ktiumyaiii ^., 


174!)'j0 (Bringinj^ to Ibo Accoiiitl of the GovonimtiU lUo simn 
of KunJrcct rupro^ip being tht^ amnuoi {>f ii 

fi'la’f (N^tziir) Idvioitt from Kwajoli IlAincod Ktian 
ou srmctloiiiog Uio i'ontiiim]uco tu hm of the vil¬ 
lage of Toorkubnil, in the [iroviuce of 
which hiul bL'tit hclil in liiarn hy iiini father, Toork 
Tnz Khan. 


2 


9th ZtlkniU Erhc- 
(by SccUiiu 




Saiictifming the contiimanee, (m the payment of a 
relief (Nuiiir) of five tUoiiHniiU riipeci^ of two 
Inani vilingi'n in tiTritoiy recently confjiiered from 
ihc NiKiiin, and then held liy the family of Synd 
Lii^iiknr Xhan^ 


a 


K>tii Skalian, Suhn 


i^eetniin 


4 


fj 


dill Shuwal, Kehr- 
day ^ubatu. 


2dib Sliabaii, Sect 
Snliiiiu. 


l7GC-«7 


1770-71 


Sfliiclioiiiiig, on the payment of a relief (Noznr) of 
one tlioiiaaud rupcca, tlve conlinimnce of n aJiare 
of the revenue of the village of Kiinmdrj Turuf 
Sattara, wldeh had been hold in hmm by Appajee 
Junardbun, and of Jd^i ^urinjam lioldlingi? aUo, 
to Jiis brother Ualkriflmn Jiiiiardhuiu 

Sanctioning, on paynn nt of a relief (Nimir), the 
amount of whicli was to be afterwards fixed, the con- 
tiiiiianee to Mornr Rau Jadliovv Ilhooinikur of uiic- 
third of the lunm village of Ehtiuiuji Frant Wnee, 
and of the Suriujam also, which had been held 
by hb deceased fftthcr, Kundeh Bao Jadhow, 


I77nv6 


Sanctioniug, on payment of a relief (Nujuir) of five 
lakhs and one rupees, the eontinimnc* to Raghoo- 
piitrao Baja Bahaduor of the liiams and Surin- 
jama held by big deceased father Nnrn^ Shniikur 
Raja Bahadoor, 
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llatu of (}li of tliK" S ni] ml 

uk' l>i»CoiiH;iit tt'it'ntMJ tu. 



i^ulihiiiikro nfiliic: Snnnfl, tn n^laN^retl or 4|Hotcil In Uid 
fiiuto Hecimb. 


(i 29til Rnljcf-ooUA' 177(>-77 S»iictioni]ig^ on jJAymcntof a relief (Numr) o^f four 
wul, SiibaSub^iu. thouMncl and erne rupees, the coiitinaAne^ to 

llrbutrao AtliowI aj of * &1iare of the revenucfl 
(Uiuul) of the village of Shecrsophiil, lu the SoopH 
Purgunn, and of Gozayhuvee^ in the BAfatoultee 
Kurynt, which had been lichl in fimm by his dc- 
CGAHCcl fnthor, SoobfiTirAO Atliowlay, nnd aleo of hid 
Into futlicr’ii Surinjmn^ 

7 Mill 7>illiej, Teeaa 177H-97 SAiiotioning the contidUAnce to I^IaJIioit Uno FetUy 

of the SuriiijAms And the luAms which hod been 
held hv his late fpthor, the [nanin eonsistiiif' of 
tlio vilLagoa of Cl^luiichiionij Prnint and 

llhamoorn, Prant PootiAj and of land in the vih 
Inge of KoeoJ, Prant Jooiiorc, 

S lUfh Riijiil^ Tress lTJH-79 (hderhig the Tcaumption of the InAms and large 
iSiihaiu* Suriiijnm thcu held liy lliLghooplltrBO NifAyeii 

Itaja Uahadf/or, and transferring the in to THiii- 
bnk lino ?{aTnyoii Raja Baliadoor (the brother 
of Uag]]ioo|iiiitHo)j on paymcht of & relief {N u- 
£iir) of ten Lakhs amt one rupees. 

'’flMi lliirriMn, Tee- 177^-79 Sanclinuiijg the coiitiuimiide to Jeewan Rno Pundit 
an j^iihjiin. Sooinunt of the Sutjnjam, And nf half the JtiflTn 

village of Itiswair, iii the Kuttat district, whieli 
had Wu held by Ins father, Mybeoput Ran Pundit 
Sootnunt, deceased 

10 3td Sbuwal, Teesa 1778-79 Continuing to Hnrec Ihindit Vtidhaiitec tLie Inani 
Snlwinp land m three villages of Pargmia Iiidapoor, pre¬ 

viously held by hif? falbcr, Ch^vind l^undit, who 
liad proceedeJ to Benares* 

39 tb Hubee-ool-A- 1773'79 Conti iiuiiig, on payment of a relief (Nusur) of twenty 


walp Teesa 
bai 


tbouawid and one rupees, to Abdool Guscekhaii, 
Avc fnam villages in Parguna Umber, wbloh liad 
lieeu held by hia late father, Ilakccm Mahomed 
Aleekhan. 


12 bth JiimnriAd-Dol- 1779-ftO Reciting the death, without male isflue, of Bapoojee 
Awn!, Siiiuaneeii* Luxitnon Fooruudhuree, and the conBeqiient re- 

eumptidu of two Inam villages which had been 
originally granted to his father, and which the 






yimite-r, 


Ai‘Fi5W:>IX Jl, 


4if i1hj Ttf'trfjdry of (ha Hitiimr 
fJi- ^.^L]M:l■ l>HJ4;iirn«il rvft'i'nwi Itii 


Arahic. 



f^utuffanno of tlic ShthiiI, an Tt?)T|!itfm1 nr qiiuU^il In tln^ 
StEih! lleeoi'dH. 


J ijiat RultcP'Octl-Ak* 

liir, lllMuimy Sn 

TliaiK-Ch^ 

'1 ^ 27 tU zniirj, Suks! 
SSuninm-ciu 


5 loth 

wuL ArlaSniJiH 


iiecii. 


6 Rnjubi K hu¬ 

mus SuiiiabLi'Cii. 


7 Htli fliuiii3:Aii, Tccsn 
^Luiiuncciv. 


fiorenmiont now alkw tu be bdJ bv hi^tnnt- 

« IT B 

rau lAiTtitnoUj Ibe younger bfutbiT efUic 
Bftiioojce Liixiingji, 

I7yi-S2 Contimiing fu M(‘p;ii9ho'm Itno the Irmm and 

ami tlui Suriiijain whieh had been lu^lil by 
bis deceased fiitliLT^ N)i"o lino Jk'f^tisiuiai. 

1781^^3 Cojjtiimiup in Vifcsliwur Bhiit Kiirvey tliTCC InsTn 

(MnJar* KmiE!;ub^ aud Bhadiia), and liiarn 
lanil in the village of Oc)rsnb, wbjgh bad been 
held by bis deceaSE'd hrotherj auil bcTorc bisdentb 
attnebed by GoveniTiieiit. 

178d'04 CoiitiTuiiag', tm tbe paytueut of a relief (Pfuziir) of 
cijrbtccii tlioiij^atid Aiid one rupeeSp (n Bubvuut 
Itao Kuddiitii Baialay, tlit Iiuiiiia (two 'll!]ages) 
Aud Suritijnm whieh bail been held by bis late 
father} Am root Ilao Kudduiii Buuday, 

L70U8p> rontiiiuiiigi f 1-11 the ]EPLyTneid of a relief (Niixiir) of 
twenty tiuntsaud nod uuc ro]»ccS) to Nerayen llao 
Dbunidberay, ibti hiania (onC viilngep and sbare^ 
of revenue JU tliree otlu^rs) and Riirlnjntu which 
Jiad Ipei'ii lieid by bin Late fatberj Triuiljuk llao 
^ Dliiundiiemy. 

I78fi'0!)' Oontijiuinp to Amindrno Jliillmr tbe liioms 
(hbaiTS in the Tcvcuiic of two villai^es) ,vnd ilia 
Snriiijain held by Ids late ftitiieT} Alulhnr liao 
Xi'ishiin. 


H Ehli Jumntad-ool-A- JrSU-90 Snnetiooing tbe coiilimifliiee of limni land in the 
wulj Teesaiu, ^illagit of Kooslitnrpiaip wliieli bad becu lirld by 

Veil k nil Jlhut I tin ikjasbw^ar Rliut, deceasiub to 
bis ih?iiheiv mid jons-iu-law. 

9 30th lluniiaU} Tee- 17 H!)-DW Uetiding ou a petition from ccrtajii reliilives niid 
fiOiiiu cornier ions of the limnidara of tliq villpgt of Ka- 

riingiilln, in the ^foolv^■ar ruTguna, and ordering 
the eonf inn Alice of the TlllAge to the liatal male 
descendants of the originnl grantee^ and to them 
alone} and directing the payment of thirty tbousancl 
rupees as relief (Xu^ur) on the oeension. 

0 Tccsalii ... 17B9-DU iCrcdkingluGoveruniciitlweuty-fivc thousand rupees* 
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DnLD^rtlh^ Pif'ifltrjr of Uic Suiirkd 
ur otlhcr Documont refemd to. 


SiLb^UnGfi of tlia SdhiuI, as re^litensil or quoLt^ iu Uitr 


Antl^c* 


A i 17 b 


the fimount of relief (Niizur) paid hy ItugliooiiaCh 
Rao MjTfil Panu^j to 111101(11 GoTemincnt had csjii- 
tiiiuufl the liiaina mid Surinjama of Ids late lather 
and uiii'Ichi 


•2\ 


Echedjiy Teciiaiii 


17^?0 U1 


Bringing (0 noeount of OoTemniGiit fifty thotisand 
mpeps^ the aiiiuiint of ri'lkf (Niuur) [mid hy 
Kriahiuijpe U'linrat^ to 'aIujiii the luaiub and Su.* 
rihjaitm of hi!! late fatliur, Sliii'njec Thorat, had 
beteu pontiunciL 


00 


I St Sli n ival, Eelieday 
Tppsaiit^ 




to Jyn'untiao ^rnrimwnr Fiitteh - Jung; 
Ilnliadoor a share in the reicnne (Umul) of the 
rilb^ of Chiiiehnlee^ iu the Patoda Pnrguiin, 
vrliidi lijifl liceii liehl in Iiiam^ niid nho the^Vutuu 
whtch liful liceii held by his late fjrajidfnther. 


ii:t:Arha TecFiaiiL 


1/J13-S4 


Urioi^jn" to account of Government hiur ihouAaiid 
TnppCs, tlio amouiit of relitif (NuBUf) IcVJcd from 
Siikojcc Rajch feerkfty on his heing pemiittiid 
to succeed to bis ktefalber^s Inoms nod SuTinJama. 


J 


11th Siiftirj Xliu- 
mu3 Ttesaiii. I 


irOd'lt.'i 


Issuiiif]; orders for the expenditure of tnenty thou- 
Sanrl nnd one rupees^ to be levied front Krlslma 
Rfto Shaloonkay^ as a lelicf (N^mur), and on 
nccoLint of other dueS;, oa hts being permitted to 
succeed to hia late father's Inam village and 
Surinjanip 


(Signet!) T. A. Cowpt-ft, Captain, 

Assistant Isam Commisajoncr. 







fTiuabcr. 


m 


APPENDJA B, 


Slaiiifn^Ttt C (to aecotitpu^i^ Capl&in T. A. Cowper^ Iffttm 

Comwi&siotter*s Lnlitr No. 1G3, of the 2/id Map 1853 of Inam$ eon- 
iifiucd to fidojiled Sons^ ufttlcr the authority of the Pcshwa^^ Go^ern- 
Twc«/j bp Snnuds. v^hieh are rei^htered or quoUd in forthcoming 
State Reatrdef DiarteSf Ledg'erSf 


BftEe of kite lU^intry ofkliG annul 

ijf otini' Uocuuiuiit ruf«iT«l to. 


SubstottcD oftlio BuTiuil^ nn ivf^iiAcnid or quotw) io the 

KvouriU, 


ATfthjr. 


] Util Jiimmatl-oul' 
AwiiJ, Tecsa Su- 
i baitK 


A. n. 


l77H-7i) 


Sauctiouing the coutinuiuice of th^ Inflm vilUgo of 
Ujlmrn^tv Prant Poona, to ^laliailto ll4vi, tUo 
iulo|itet] son ofTwknjec Somwoitiiahoej Atuforderr- 
Jng the payment of a relief (Nusur) of one tiiDii- 
sand ru]iees. 


2 


^6lh R.iiniitai]j Teeaaj 
Subuu, 


177^73 


Ulh Ridice-ool'A-j 1773-73 
wnl. Tee» Sn-I 

biuik. 


AutliorJsiiig the roiklinufiiicej on the payment of n 
relief (Niizur) of six thousand rupees, of four 
'I'iUages whicli had been held in Innm hy Syml 
Kootuhileen XhAii wulitd Syiid Noordee Maho< 
med KLimi Bnhndoor and resumed on his death 
wH)joiit malt; iesne, to hijj adopted sou Imamoo- 
dccii All. 

Sanetiouin^ the contlniiaTice of Iiuini land tti the 
village of War, hi the Afisecr Purgutu, to Kasiu^e 
Butj the adopted son of Myhcsh^'ar bin ilnDicsli- 
war Janee. 


4 


16th Sufntr Estt- 
nay Suniancoo, 


l7fcll-82 


Reciting the prei ious refumption of the village of 
limber Khoord, in the Purgumt ofNaseiek, hi 
consc(|ueDce of the deatli^ without male iasuej of 
the Inamdar Ranrtcbuiider Rhut Khajrkur, and 
the ndopljon of a non by his widow not having 
reeeiveil the sanetjon of Goverotnent, and now 
according such saDcUoii on tho application of tho 
adopted sou himself (kforo Shut), and allowing 
him to hold the village. 


5 


2nd Sufur^ 
Sauianecn. 


ArbaJ 


17fid-S4 


Sanctioning (he continuance of three Inom villages 
IQ the Sittara district to Suducw Ptindit, the 
ado])tcd son of Goonakur Pundit, 




Arba Sumauoen 


1733^4 


Bringing to the account of Goveniment twenty 
thousand rujicct^ oa aocoiui( of a relief (Nuzur)^ 







y umbel. 


APPENDIX 


Dale <if EUpi'try nf lltt ^^iiituil 
nr Jlocum^nt rpEc'In'cl hi. 


Aralir. 


.4, n. 


SubsUnre uf Hie Suned^ an jegiatorad «r qiioied in ihn 
State JLwi^ntib 


ur of H portion uf a rcliel^ paid on tin; Govern¬ 
ment ncaiFiLin;^ aanetbu to tlie continuaiicc of 
tlic limiii villn^ micl land which iiad lieen held 
hy iJtc Intf* Aimndmo lUm to lUm Itao Anunt^ 
aflcipted by the widow of tUo deceased Inamdar. 

r:i7!h 7,nUrj. Sret l/H.'i-WG Sfliictlunliig tJie rontinoniice of the Iiiam vijlji^ of 
SuinaLii't^ti. VtdIiH>, Print WnK*, whinli hod hwiJ held by Hur- 

hniiji'D llnliitfly, ilmnHcJj to Sonjin; MohiUy, 
4 'uloj>t{.-i 1 by tile widow of the late Iiiaindar* 

M . i Bringing to GovcrimTii'iit nrcount Piphty thouSHTid 

ftjul one iM|pepf(j tiui amount £jf rrlipf (Nn^ur) 
[["vied oil liiP Tci'Ci^uLtloji Ity Guveriiinciit uf 
Umi^ Kn.D na the ndo[di;d kuIi of Myliprpiitrai> 
I<ii\ii[ioii Pooruijilimireej nod on nHuwJr];^ him 
(n t^nppL'e'd tr> the JtJHirtij Suriitjams held by 
J|iL!i di.'ci:'a!ii'd ndupli^e bdlier. 

!i]!(tii Jiidpee-iHil-Ak- 17K^-S!> Aekiimvleilglng the rreeipt by Go\ernmriit of fifty- 

1 liif, Suijia' fiec thfiitsnoid ruppt'B, tliP ELiiKHiiituf fclipf (Xaiur) 

■ iiri'kk I ....'1 ii.„ .. 41... _ 


M |1’pi'’iii t^iiiiia] lei’ll! 


I liif, Li'i-sji fiec thfiitsnoid ruppt'B, tliP ELiiKHiiituf fclipf (Xaiur) 

j Dll tlie (‘(JutnimiiJL'p of the Inam villa^^Ji 

[ and 'V^hitiui of tlif late Geo^het VrerkoT to Mn- 

j hruhhet^ adopted hy the wlikjw uftho deceased 

[ I Inmrirhir^ 

lUjiHlh ]:hiiti7.rui, Tee- l7SD-i(y tiaontiomiig; Uje conthiuanre of Jnftiti lamU in throe 
I villages^ and of the jshnre.H of tlie ix'iTiiiirft (Unnil^ 

i of two others iu I lie Pitr;;tJii]i‘3 of Ihnilorrf'^ 

I Wuiio, niid N'asisifkt t<i Slfiro Pimtj mloj^tcd iiy 

the widow uf tlie Ihrnicr Imtmdor, Mahadqwruu 
ISuKal Petclh 

M /til Moliiiimn, I 7S9dttS Saimtionio]?* on payment of a rehef (Niisnr) of one 
J eesaiiiH, thtmiHBtid rupees, the coidinuatipc of InaTo land 

in the vilinge of 3Ial^ooinh and of a ftharo of the 
revftmic (Lmiil) of the village of Nitntiofcc ami 
of other lands, all ofwluuhhad been hdil hy the 
lade Sudasfiw llughuunaLli Uajwarray, to iiisi 
adopted goUj Uuglnjonath. 

3 ‘Z 'iVsain-.. irifHJ-!J0 Sanctiuiungt on )>aynient of a relief (Nnsiir) of four 

thousand m]>eear the oontinuanco of the Inarji 
I and SuTinjam which had b«D held by the Uie 

ilia ^ 






<>0 


Apvmmx n. 


iif tl»r^ of tIjl'K mjFirt 

ur (Jtii-Qr liMurriHiit nf^i^rrul hF^ 

SiLlMtuiCD of tliD ^uniul, nn Ft^lstinn^ or quOftcri in llio 
Jiltahi RocoiiIh. 

Arftf'ic'p 

Ah ti* 



Dcuran Kaiiai-iv Mnotalik Nyadish, tg hi& adnptccl 
son, Khs^fe f)iT>rna. 

.'jtb 7ilkail, Art>a 
Twwiu. 


f^anetinnin^ an nJnptioa by the wiiiow nftbe lat^ 
Rnin Dabliulkar, aiiil cniitluiiiii^ tif ttie 
ailnplciJ iHtiif ItaniTAu Apjiajt!^?, thu three fnam 
vitiHges, c^'Cj'lusive o( certain shares of totoiiiio 
to other jmrtles^ which hadi been lielJ 
by Ajipajee llam. 

-Jtli Kulirf^ol-Ak- 
Inr, i^ubu Tt'e- 
Sahi. 

l7Ui\ii7 

f^iuirtigniti^ th^ I'Obtiiiiiaiictr uF Tnam tan^i in the 
of Kiii^how Itowneht raiun, in Tlindao^ 
Btan, to the widow of i>iii](iflnath bin PnrmAauiul 
Tirwareo, mid nutligiishig Ikt ndoptiiifif a ma. !<* 
iiilu-riC the laain; also exompiiti^ the widow 
f miA tlii> payniuiit of ajiy relief (Nukut) on the 
occtLsion. 

nOtli ^ufur, Suba 

1HO(J-07 

t V^blinning, nn payment of a relief (Xn™r) of twenty 
lakhs and ono rujn'c^r^ the li^uma and large Snrin- 
jam liidd hy the Jate Nuraiug Kbiuiderno Vin- 
choorkuT, to his adtipted huu, Wittnlrao Nursing. 


^Sij^ncd) T, A, Co\vi'i.:aj Captain, 

Assistant Inam Commisisioncr. 



ijun ^ 


APrBITDIJC IW 


01 


D (to arcompan^ Captain T. A. Cowper^ Assisianl Ji/ant. 
Commissioncr^fi Ztcitcr A/o. 163, vf the 2nd Alai/ 1853), o/Inan^ trans* 
by /^ft or tttufer the authority of tha Peshwas^ Covern‘- 
Wtiw/, by Siffiuda or Orders^ urkich arc yuoted or registered in forth~ 
lominff Slate Records^ iM'arkSf LedgerSf ij»c. 


llatfl c>rUic Jit'niKtt^ nrtliA Hunikil 
orotliii' nuciiitieiiL mtbmxt i^p. 


^tthiriAllua Cpf ntj mjlalnppiJ or (]uOd^ in tllfl 

Heconi*- 




A. V* 


ijiOtlj ZiDiq, KImi- 

mtis tit‘uteui* 




7tTi RoTnxnii'^ I'krlK^-J 


VJIfil HlltH't'-PPt>UAk- 
h]]% i'lrlii'ilih^ i^n- 
bniu. 


i;<3 l-iE.i 


Ui*4:Ll inp ui afjplicatlun IVdiii ]^1ciro Cupa! to be per- 
millHl (n li^lU Lii IjiAnt tht; of Knrroai-r, 

111 till! Talookn of Oirtfifi, wliirli had h<‘cu 
fi'm'il to liiin ill pitt Lj tJie tVinurr liianidaTj 
Kri^iliiitt Ihio AIJidhEoe} JoiiJirr, niiii onii'l'ing Uiil^ 
vilJa^i! Ill be IicLeJ hi Inamn accurdiugly* 


^ . . . 

1 770-j I |Sfiiii-iiniiJj;i" the f'ift in Iwnm of stjine land in the Imni 
i ullage ol" Cliamlonree, in the Naiitiick PiirgiUia, 
j hy the hnMera of the vUlago to ISHlajiT Luxinioii 

i JuiiLiee. 

I 

irrU'7l |;lhtJinrlNiiifr n trnnHfrr of tlic liinm vlllii^ of Knlia- 
lioint, ill the KaUinn Praiitt ]pn'i'iou»ly iiuiile Ijy 
Itukrnnhiiae^ tho wiiloiv uf Gopal IVIhadoti (Jo ray 
(who imd Ipt'Piv ranted it on thu ilt^ntli of her 
liutiband In baltli')j to lluiiraji.'i; llnrtH' Bliidny^ 


'I iJtli Ki'ht'dAy 

i Siihain^ I 


1770-71 'Sane tinning the tranhfii of;? btegftS of Inmn lam I in 
the of iSiip,. in the llhei^tnly IVftHt, wfiioh 

had hmi given hy Snrnwtnin Shunktif IMnirkoy 
to Kanihhiit hin tiu^lnd illmt L^hatuk. 


A 


20th /ilhij. Ik;he- 
day t^iihaiiu 


1770-71 


iiinnetioiiiiig the tniiiAfi-r of a Mhare of the revenue 
(trmul) of tite tnim of lialgftump iu the SewgAuni 
Piiriinniw T-vhifiEi hacllieeii hold in luATn hy Ku- 
kooiiiier S^iaday, and inaik over by her toKundeh 
IW Nuiijue Ninibalkii^ 


6 


^Ith Riijith, 
nay ^uhuiut 


Emt- 


1771-72 


Sonetinning the iTanafer of Inam land in the town oLi 
Kulilifui;^ in the Kulllui l*rant» whieh hail Iteen 
hidit by Ham rh mil lor Knshuarao Jobhcc* and 
given by hi id tu GnngsJInii' Morcs^hwnr Golay> 




Dltii' nf (he fiflhO KuTith 

UT fftlier Dtrcuineiit jvivmtil lit. 


jidb^Bneti ef the KunUtl, hn rr^itct(>l 7 e 4 Ot q^uAled in Uiid 

fj'tulu 11f1( Ullle, 


7!litli 1772-73 RatictioiiJUp; the Lrunsfer of a sliAre of tlic rcvquut; 

j\wiil, Sulmt 5iii- (IJmul) of llie vlElugc of Uini[k11a. in the Uiubrr 

Farpunn, xvlileh hml Iwcii helil in Inam by flu- 
goouahacc flliiday^ nutl giren by Ii^r to Moro 
Nijvlmr Uoiljruy aiiii Vialinoo NutIhii- UuJiny. 

n Jth TtilUrj, SuIu^Sk- 1772*71^ Sanctioning n transfer Himilftr to tln^ aliovc^ hu( in 

Aiiolhor vilingt', by the sFimt' pcTMOii 1f» Muiro Bh- 
{joojcc Plnir];jiy* (<ungu<l!iiir Abnjef nntrkay, 
iiimc Unllnl Piiiiikptyi Dkoiiiloi} Bullul 

Pliiirkny. 

M itltii *riitnnLa[['iKp1- I77;{.7^| Saiii'lituung; the gi(l uf sonu' luam bnai in ibiMiilngu 
i'liTutj Arbu Sii- uf KlioiiD^^Tcc, In Ibt!' Fnniui ninilo Jiy 

l.iiKiiiinn (JbiLiLEiiniEJd I)bur|ihnllay to Arnkiulou 
Itiio Kriiilnju Pau^a\. 

10 AThaanbuiu.. 1773-74 Briupmg to iicponnt oft lnM.*ri]niL']it tiEi) Imnilrcii 

rnpce^i^ the auniuiit of n'lief (Nhiicur) paid l>y 
, Myhcpiuitrao Krii^bna. (lliAudi>rckur on birihchig 
jirrn]itLi:d to pniTlinac.% for four liiindrcd riiprrs 
from Ln'^iuion (3iitdninini ihiuipbullnyT Mnor 
inniii liuid in tlic iillnj]ft'of BlminbnwiUt in the 
Poona Prniit. 


\ I liOLli Slin^TaL XIiUt 
fjin;i fluUiin, 


I'J112th Subn 

j flubuin* 


j 3 Mth Jumtniul-ool- 
Awul,. Sitiuan Su- 
Laih, 


14 9lh Shaban, Sett 
Suttianccu^ 


177 ^^ 7 -* SnnrtioLiinp a giO: III Iiioin Toailc to AiiiLiicUiEiut bin 
Dhundhul (Jldtrao aueI to Kn^^t'eltbtil bin lllioii- 
lihiit Chitnio by Wit till Ski'kvtb^i A'int-hoork ur* 

of !tuine InEon laud in bitt iiiam village of flaikbnirf 
in Ibc Nnayick BurE^unn, 

]77ti-77 SanrtionUig tbe pif^ uf suiiDO Iniiiti bind Eei the ^it- 
Ugo of Blinoinj^ made by Bnk^int Baju.' IEeiu U> 
Venkftjcc Manko^li^iur Ujshiyknr, 

1777-78 Sancliopiiig tht gift in Inani, by Toukajec bm Sun* 
tojco flonmoiinshcc^ of aomo land bi kh Inain vIL- 
lugf of Dyhuwco, in line Mawul Taruf, to My hee¬ 
ls utrao Kridliiia Satbay. 

l78D-8ti Sanctioning tbe gift, by Bnlajco JunardhiiTi (Nana 
Furnavese), of same Inam la^d in tbo town of 
Waec, tu Bajeshwarbbut biu XonliiTbbu,t Nan- 
dcrkur» 






Xiiiultflr. 


AiTcrrDJx n 


93 


])itn f»ri:]]4.' Jti^rrb^ry ottlin Suniid 
or nf]n?r r^^vunicrhl ttifiTml tu. 




I 


A* II. 


1 hL H II Eief-ool'Aiv ul j 
SliLh Suininm-ii. 




ISubeL&iiov uf rlie itiuniiEl. 4 ^ ivcuLercil ar tjualnl Ld ting 
{^Idlu nnjQitla. 


'I'li'iiJiiii, 


I 


j j-i* 

I J I't.siiij. 


SnucLiuiung the iiftle hy DoiHiii Khun nbd llydei' 
KhAU Ilf t]ieJr liiAiii vilLitge Khooniahgt, til the 
Jofiii^re Pj^aiit^ tu J^ftUjce hrhndoo iShirrny, fcr 
tlic alliit uf rupees! UflrLML'ii thuiuAiiLl fliid OUt^. 

Snnctlouiii^ the l>y Bhtnji.'e Jiiiinnlhim (Xaiia 
F uriijivfise) of iiunic hi ami ImitJ in tiie villngi: of 
KuTrunJre, in the IVnietT I’tir^iiuAj tu Sujtuejoe 
bill Yi^yE^nji'C Guurun W A^lmtAfAhf 

SaiiL-tiunioi; tUc f^ill by Vesliwunt (hi 11 her Chnn- 
ilerc)iiK)r <if bis liiain iltin^e of HewrRii Chunn* 
dix\f in the [Jnihcr i'lirj^iiiii, in Abbajuo GuiigA- 
dhnr Wmiowlpv- 
I 

Wi'jinl l]:itMr?aii, SiiLis ji^aiirllonui;; (I|{‘Jink 1 p> Mnilionieil T binm’hi-ood-dceil 

iviilnil Yr»^raU'Ou{EH[b'eii iitnl nthi'TN^ ihl* the 

Mtm iif rupL-es one llnniHHuil Eleven biuidrecl and 
f>iie, sniiir Inahi inml ill the triHii of Akoich, 
ill the Akiileli Ihivgiinrtj to Krisln3nje(t Amliiilas 

SlDjt. 


Wo 


■mil. 


(Signed) T. A. fhiwj-HK, ("uptairi, 

Aii^sJslaiil Inujii CoIllUU^f■^iunl;^. 


Staiment B (to accompany CapMti T. A. Cowptlr, Assistant Inam Commissioner's Nb. l^S^of the ^nd 

May lS53)t of Inams (some of lar^e and some of smaJl amount) granted by the Fesh\cas^ Go\:crnment^ by Sunuds^ 
the Rtghtries of v^hich areforihcoming a^nong the State Records^ Diaries^ l^edgers^ to persons of rank and 
influence^ and some of vehom are shown by the above Records to have been, when the above Grants were made 
holding- Surinjams or Inams of great value. 


rPEWmx ir. 
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(Signed) T, A. Cowpeb^ Captain^ 

AssistaQt Jnam Commissiotier. 







F (io arrmutpany Captain^, Cowper, Ham 

LHiar iVo. 103^ of Ihr. '‘Itid Ma^f fijcpfanaiufp of 

thn «.'!<? of the K'OTfl fNrril f ArAcuicc ) ia Euttath Usued bp Ike. PoAkwaf^ 
Itovertimf^nf-i and Rf^istriea of which arc forlhcotahi"- among- 
t^dnlc Rreorfhj Ledgurs^ 


Hutu fhf of f’lliiiuilp 


Sutniill.^f wlmt iTlio Iti'OJXl lidw iiet^k 


Amhli'. 


J i;ipt Zilkml, SnIftH ^f,n]b,m 


xSoi^Ijiiii. 


« I Uli Jnmills[l-<iol- I I 
A k liU\ Arlin Ni'i"'] I 

Inin. 


Akhir, Tpvsa 

Spolniii, ] 


:iolIi ZiiUii, Arbs' i7ii;bc t 




jhIIkhV Itiftfi lufarmhi^ tltr Uistriot OfbtTi' 

(MairiliihEiit) of Tiilor^ku S!i[‘w- 
TiNii! Hint a |ii'u'st liad liveit 
urJi-rcil In |j('rlbrm cCrlaiii tv- 

li^icniS i'prK.inUiiiIod lit tJu: tinvii 
of Jmiiu'm null (lint fur lliiS 

^llTr|M>KU Im WHS t{> bu H1l||ipll0Ll 
I'i'^iiknrly iiEfEi fiiol 

mid Icnvo*!, am I tin" suTvic-Oii ol' 

iMi'iif from iho iliiti! at'tliP 
ri-t’tlpl of ilio i^miiid by tbn 
Mumbitdnr lo Urn uv\t 
^l'^tUa]. 

riillo. hilbi'TiiLii]^ l:l](' Di^^triol f)l]iin']' 
(MmidnlJnr) liftin’ Talnnka of 
CbiiHd UiArt ibur fbncrmiioiiit 
t’li'|il!nid>i bad bc^iii uniL inlo bln 
dinlrirL^j ainl di’sirin^ liiiii 1u fur^ 
ninli oiip w^i'jU'f (Knrkonji), rmd 
to Ap^iiiint him lo tbt' duty nf 
?U|HTiutftilling the regular (xVr- 
hrmiT) fmling of the iiitimid.H. 

iJjl Lri ditto. IX'siriiig the Hlstriet f Mnm- 

hitdar) of tbc (Jhasn Tnlooka to 
supply, na liEretofon?* Chntuh fur 
tliP houses fur bre Brnniiiis per- 
inaiicntly (Ncheiritv) reaidiuff 
' at Eliecina SLimiliur. 

Ditto ditto. Appointing Liivumou Konhero 
Om^ertinneiiL ATaiia^er {Korno- 
\isJnr) of three vilUigi’^ in the 
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ur nf Attnud. 


Arabic. 


Jumnijul-nnil- 
Akhir^TetbEV Hfc- 
(niii. 


A. 


I 

euniwl br *lat (N^bWPW) how used. 

Tiubwii Lwfunl. 


1 iMdc'tlicHf 

i UitUul. 


i 


IHtU Jummail’Ool-! I ;(jti-6y j Dilla 


Aklntj Subsiii. 


Sliinota PiiFguTkOf desiring him 
iff coUi'tct tfa« revcitue;! nnd autho'- 
ri^iing his ded\ietmg regiilarly 
(Nchcmpc) acertAui sum oii hi'^ 
{mnut of ]&k own saUry. 

Ibio Ordering the GovcTiimcnt ma¬ 
nager of tlie vDiage of Aujuti- 
I gaomtopsy Kflp'JOO on acoount 
uf ^imb&jco Thomt, then on 
I (1 Ilf y in Iliudoostan, ami to whon i 
I it liad been preriouely rewived 
to grant a regular (NohemorJ 
nilon^nncG (Shet Sunnd) of iJiat 
mnoitni. 

ilitto^«'Appoliilitig to ilic BitiLAtion of Ao* 
^ eountant {Furaavdso) ofPrant 


Ist Jimnnad-onbA- 
w uh >i>n bn Subain. 


6 th Rhnhaiii, SiiIja] 
SnbaiiL. 


^ |j7th Jiirnmad-ool- 
Akhir, ^uba Su 
haul. 




177 C -77 


I KaUiaii, tlic son of Ballajei^ 
Narayoop who, in cooKqiience 
of Ills great age, had been ob- 
Eigod to resign the apjjoiiitmoiif, 
and wna about Cu proocod tu 
reside permanently (Nelicmeo) 
at Benares. 


Mai]how npo Na-joirootitig the resloratiun of a So- 


ravctu 


I77b’77 Ditto ditto. 


17 ;ti -77 


Ditto ditto. ^ 


rinjani to BaJaji-e UiioslAy, aUited 
iu the Sunud to be in tlie [jcr- 
manent (N^onioc:) employ of 
Naro Kruhna, at that time 
SuTBubedar of Khandcish, 

Desiring the District Officer (Mam- 
Intdar) of ihc Shcwneir Talooka 
to allot permanently (N^cmer) 
to Ncelkunt ChunUTJiun & piece 
of hill Land yielifing two thon^ 
Band bundles of grass. 

Appointing Suhho Mulhir ma¬ 
uler (KomaTisdar) of the dui- 
trici of KuT^'at Mawul^ and 
ordering him to appropriate 


appendix ft. 


DhE 4: of Aeuintj'y 


Arabic. 



i<iiDu4 by wh*t ‘f^ia ^lord {Y^Iioiihv) 1m>w us«1. 

1‘cik'irA itoudl. 


the revenues cwUectod to the 
nac of tlio &rt of Sioghur, aflter 
deducting “ the r^peikece of 
collection, iinl other regulftr 

Cbaege*.“ 

\nnm iWfT 
Mabnl morkoor \TUj;airc 

nrhcmc'O Nemnouk khurch* 

10 "th JummAil-ool- l77ii-7? Mwlhow lUo ^^a'0^^1crmg an iiicreabe of pay to the 
Akhlr, SuLa Sii- rayon. garriaon of tlio fort of Smghnr^ 

steted in the Sunud to consist 
partially of the reguluT (Nc- 
hcmec) garriitOJi of the place, 
and partifklly of troopa temiK^ 
I rarily withdrawn from another 

fort. 


L I 

ll itth Shaliaii, Suha I77f>'77 Ditto ditto.. Granting to Kcallow Mahadew, 

llic commander of a Ixvdy of 
liorec, on ncconut of hui salary, 
the village of Wawundaia, Tumf 
Wunkuh exclusive of the lived 
(Ndhcmee) allowance payable 
from ihc revenue of the village. 


iv auth Khiiwal, StiJ I7;7-7H 
manSubain. 


Ditto iliUo.. I Ordering the commander of the 
fort of Chakun to oJIot perma- 
neiitly (Nehcmee) to Ballajce 
Rani, a Karkoon in the Govern- 
tnen^ Dnhur, a portion of the 
grass lands of tho fort, yielding 
ten thouaaud bundled of grass* 


13 23rd Zdkad, Teesa S77S-;9 
Snbain* 


Ditto ditto. 


Ordering the Diatnct OlHccr 
(Mamluldar) of the Rutni' 
gberry Teloolu to pay regularly 
(Ndhemec) out of the revonuea 
of the village of Sewer Ambsra, 
Turuf Fkwufl, Ha* to the 
fort of Myheemiitghur, and to 
charge the amoimt in hi« account 
ywly. 





I Number, 




7>4lL' {>f 


Ambit'. 


Humwi by ^liat LjiS woftl (NthCfliBo) bow uuid. 

I'ualiwu ' 


T!nt?:i. 


1 ^hitwul, PiiJ ir7i)-K[^ ^In* Ihcm Uiio ^ffi' Eaft^rmiiig Ike Garernmieni; mn- 

iiaiiLmi. T!iYt?:i. (KoTiuivisilnr) of the town 

nf r^^ljul til At it had been grAnt- 
ril ill i^urinjAm to Alloc Bali a- 
(Inor, rv (’lustVP uf the Mokassa 

I 

j Uiinik anil the Aathoriopil per- 

I : iiunu'iit HiEiTj^'u(Ni'liriiief Noin- 

nook) on ihi^ rifveinic^ 


(SjjiiieiJ) 'jk A. 

As^isUiiil liiuitt 
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No. 1991' 


From Esf|r, 

Inam Commif^sioncr, 


PoLT^no A L D K PA HTH E NT^ 


*Vo A. Mai,f.Tj Kgq., 

Cliicf SecrctaTj to (.lovcrnniPtifj Bombay. 

DaM Bovtbatfj 20ih M^y 1853 , 

8ifr^—J liavo the bonoiu to aokrtOwlcdHe the receijit of yoor letter 
No. IKIH tluled the 14lh March 1853. 

2. in patnj^ffiphs 11 to 14 of my Jotter iherrin roferrocl lo^ I pro* 
poj^cd to follow a certain conrso with regard to the genoral qucsijons 
hronght forward by Air. Warflctij as well as the particular cafic in dis- 
oussiug which they were introduced by him; and J liavc now the 
Jioiiour of Eiubmitling Captain Cowper^s report No^ 103 dated Snd 
Afay lS53f aa at proinised by mO} and again called fur by yonr 
leller under acknowledgment. 

3* Captain Cowper^a letter now subniilied (which is prefaced by a 
tabic of conicnis) will^ 1 itjink, be fonud one of the most importiint 
documents yet broiiglit under the eon^^idcration of (jovornment. The 
broken slate of ray healthj and the embarrassment under which I am 
placed, by feeling constrained to disagree, us to several of the points 
clKscu^ged ill it, wllli Mr. Warden, wlio wag my first master in Ihe Judi¬ 
cial braneli of the Service, and (o whose careful though Indulgent 
;iU[icrvisiDn as such I owe ail the little usefulness I msiy have si nee 
acc|uued as a ]mblic servant, will, I truHt, be accepted aft my excuse for 
avoiding any lengthy discussion of these jjoints. yiieh discussion on my 
jiart would, in fact, appear the less necessary, as Captain Cowper has, 
in his 9nd paragraph, proposed to lilinself ihj course of following 
Mr. Warden Si^rialhu through his letter of the 9lh December 1852, as 
the best mode of drawing op fhe explanation required by Governmentj 
who will, therefore, be, by a mere comparison of the letters of Alcasrs. 
Warden and Cowper, placed in a po:^itlon 1o judge how justly, and 
ho\v far each aflects the Rules which are, or ought to be followed in 
dbi>osing of the various alienations of the public revenue to which each 
letter refers. 

4. The following synoptical tabic will show the order in which 
Captain Cowper has followed Mr. Warden throughout his letter. 
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ipf 

Mr, Whl^Ui^'^ J 
Ja-IU'1'. I 

t'jijpluiii l^1iW]KrS litllt-r. 

]‘ura|ira||iliii' ' 
Mr. ! 

I 1 iJlHTt^JUIIlllLl^ ]iaTJf^l}1l»l of 
C!H[riuia Cowper'a Li'tl^F. 

2 nntl 3 

3 to 1 7 

23 

8P 

4 

Ii\ 

21 

flO mid PI, nlito 130 to 132 

:> 

Id to HI, and 21 io2G 

2r* 

Wp and PU, slsn 127 to 134 

tl 

27 

2tJ 

88 Jin J 8D, flJsn 12J to 134, 


tn :\2, luid in:# 


And 1 30 

aiuL 10 

M3 and M-t, aUn TiS and tiO 

27 

92 

11 mid 12 

41, 4.J, and l(H to 101 

28 

44 and 4^, bIm 93 to lo t 

mid 14 1 

y-J and H't 

2P 

88 tuul 91 

U'l mill Iti 

to 7H, and HM, 87, und KH 

30 

102 to 104 

17 mid IM 

7!) to 82 I 

31 

Mil nnd Hi:# 

W) 

dy tn 8H 

32 

lOU to LOO 

20 

Ji) to 72, mill h 7 and H8 

33 

in 

'll 

ni to n3 

3 1 

in and 112' 

•fit j 

1 

:p;i to t;L\ mid 127 to l ip 

’ 



!y, (Jiiplain t'owpcT may to h:ivu Lt'cn somewhat profuftc in 

l]is rjiiolEitJans irfiin the corres|io lid diet: on record in the Deccan Cera- 
iriif:Bionci'^e4 Odicc; but, in one ro^poet, Uia able and valuable report 
derives ^rcat additional vnlnc from its pTofuscnc^^s of ciLalloiij 
it now forms a coiojdcle rccapilnlnlion of proceedings ['onncctcd 
with the mucli questioned Hiirinjnin li.sISj from llicir rtmgli draft by 
Mr. Klpbinsloiie iiniii tinyr supposed fmal rorrcciion by Mr. Htownj 
and the Honorublc Ctitiri tif THreetors will, f anticipate, find it ibo moi^t 
valuable of the materials pbieial bcfiire tliom for t'nablin^^ tlmin la 
discriminate (wilh respect to llic alienations of revoune coti'red jo llit! 
lists) between Ibidr ubii;^atU>ii In eIjc Hnrinjanidars— wiicthcras indivi- 
dtials or as a class—and llieir duty to I lie whole coin ran nity, of whose 
revonucp they ore ibctriistccs and adraiiiisTrators*—a diaijnctiun noticed 
in Captain Oowper's 107ili and fidlowing paragraph s and set forth in 


Si'c ]WL"(; lOi, 


an able Lhongh exstggeralive lender in the 
of the 9th of February last. 


b. With respect to eitallonR of the State records of the former 


(ifivernmcnt^, Caplaia Cowper fias nbti been profuse ; but had ho nol 
been so, there would, in those cases in which he has cptostloncd Mr. 
Warden^s positions, have been nothing to have jiislllicd Government in 
attending to him; whereas, lie has now fortified all his own positions 
by the strongest evidence- 

7. I would beg the especial attcnlion of Government to Captain 
Cowper’s 94th to 98tb paragraphs. Captain Cowper and Mr. Hearn 
have lately rescued valuable Government Dufturs from the shops of 
grocers and 11 rework-niakora. 

8, The fact shown In Captain Cowper*s 28lh to Slat paragrajihs is 
nn important onCj as It would appear that Mr. Mlphinstone left more than 
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anc-half of ihc 8nrinjflms ctiU-rcd In llie Jiat »i«nrcl by biin wjlliout 
cvon a rcpomnn^ntlnijon as to thti nature of ihcir final settlcmcnL Wliat 
a«1da to Ihcf ifnponance nf lldft fact is that the Kurjojarn in ibdr 
subsequent revisaJy, aj)pcar to have been rcvisicd without any rcj^ular call 
for information and proof being made upon the ^urlzijanidars, and willi- 
oul requiring from each a genealogical BiaiemcnT of Ids family. This 
was brought lo my notice by Captain Cowper ^o long ago as the 4th of 
last .Fsiuuary ; but) in the tfion slate of inatlcTSj T was uawilling lo quee^- 
tiort tho Agent’s procedurem any casC) esccpl in those where there were 
primti signs of error. At the same lime I am rer* peel fully of opinion 
that no deidsjon, even iri the absence of .sndi signs, can be trustworthy) 
where the first and most obvious essentials lo a complete inquiry have 
been omiUed. 

W. From these fact^;, therefuro^^the absence of Mr. Ftpliinstone’s 
recommendation a^ to more ihnn half llie cases entered in Jiia lists, and 
the Eibsencc of regular slatements by the 8iiriiijaindurs whose names 
appenr iti it, as lo the history of their claims and family descent, added 
lo Ihti cases of actUEil eiTor in iIjo revised lists lately reported by 1hj,s 
doparfttieob—f ean eome to no other conclusion than that the whole of 
liiK 8tirinjains entered in those lislsc fitionid be regularly inquired into; 
not merely those ’whiesh at first sight appear lo have boon disposed of 
on ntruricous grounds, but lltose, aUoi in which no such complete 
inquiry ip rec<jr(U.'d ai^ lo simw ihal the Agrounds of ^IccIhIoii vvero 
evidently oorreet. 

10, But n rr-in.rest!gallon of this ruiturc is a work of such dtdit'ju'y 
and iniporiunco that froverumeut would, I snpposi% ht'sitatc ul imU^r- 
ing it without renewed instriiclions from t[ic iiro.norab|o f^mri ; uiid I 
would rcsjjoctfnlly suggest th:ii It might bo well to slop fiirllicr inquiry 
into the lists nnlil the Honorable Court’s instructions are received, and 
mcaiuvhik; to again place the Agent for Sirdars in charge of the re¬ 
cords which he leinporarily tnuisfcrred fo lhi,s departtncnl, under thu 
orders of (jlovcrniiicnt. to cnaide it to efieet (lie partial testing of the 
accuracy of Mr. Brown's revised lists, which has now been tnade inute 
than doubtfvib 

11. 1 hope I may bn pardoned for adding to (Japlain tlowper's 
remarks, in hia ll^Lth paragraph, on the conclusion of Mr. Warden^ 
letter, llic following quotation from an article on Inulian Admlnisira* 
lion” in the t^arieritf Jievieu; for Dccctnber last i— 

^‘The paa^ages ndduced by the Ffiend (*f Lidta from Mnnro, 
Metcalfo, and Klphinstone, reficct the chivalrous gcneroiiiiy of the 
writers, who, brought into odiclal and social intorcour^u with ibc 
Jinuicdialc THprcsciitalives of Iiouhcs reecntly powerful, w'cre disposed 
to feel lhal the superior stations which they thuiiurclvcsj held partook 



APPENDIX H, 


103 


of iUc nature of an usuTpation; and (lius the fxi^*!neies f>f a thnn^td 
and of alitred circmn&funcet vfcte overlooked in sympathy for 
reverse of fortune." 

12. As tills Is probably the last oecasion I shall have^ before leaving 
Ihe ruunli-y, to allude to Captain Cowper’a work In the Inam Comime- 
Njon, 1 trust I may be allowed to take the opportunity afforded by 
having to submit the present sample of it, to record the exeecdingly 
high sbrise I entertain of his zealous and unflagging industry, and the 
ability with which he has assisted me—^indeed, I may say enabled me— 
to quietly introduce the several operations of the Inarn Commissiion inlo 
the Poona CoUectorate^ where, it is well known, there arc agitators to be 
found ready to excite disconteiit and opposition against every public 
measure. Government Is, however, aware how quietly the introduction 
of this CommisHloti under Act XI. of 1852, and the preliminary collec¬ 
tion of Dufturs have been effected in Poona; and for this they arc 
indebted to Captain ('owper^s judgment and tact, as well as to hU 
firrnncFiF; and activity. 


I liavo the honour to bp, ^cc, 

(Signed) W. Hart, 

Inam Commi^tsioner. 


No. urn or 1851. 


Por-iTrcAr. r>m*ART^fR?fT. 

To P, W. [jrGevt, Esq., 

Agent for Sirdars In the Deccan. 

—With reference to the 6th paragraph of the Government fetter 
10 the ad.dres3 of Mr. W* J. Hunter, dated the 13th August, No. 3471 
of 1349, relative to the Snrinjain of Moreshwur Dixit Munohur, f am 
directed by the Eight Honorable the Governor in Coiineil to transmit to 
yon an extract, paragraph IB, from a despatch from the Honorable the 
Court of Directors, No. 55, dated the 12th October last, and to request 
that you will give effect to the decision of the Honorable Court contained 
at the close of the paragraph. 


I have the honour to be, &:c. 

(Signed) A. Maleti 

Chief Secretary. 


Bomhov llth Jamor^ 1854 . 
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appbnptx b* 


Exlrafi Farfif^raph a Despntch frotii the Hontirabk the Court of 

Direr {or}; t (faUtl the 12/A October ^ No. 55 o/ 1853, 

Pura. 18. We eotiscntc^ to rccognijse ihe Surinjam of Moreslivrur 

Dixit a^ hereditary (although of later date than 
1751) on the distinct atatement by Mr. Warden 
and Mr. Brown that the Sunud contained words 
of inheritance. From Captain CowpePtj letter 
dated September 1852, and Mr. Warden's 
letter of explanation dated 9th December 1952^ 
it appears thcTc were no express words of inhe¬ 
ritance, and that the view whicli Mr. Warden took of the ease depend¬ 
ed on a disjiulable nnd disputed interpret all on of the word Nchemcc,” 
stated by Mr. Warden liirnsclf to be literally equivalent to “ con*- 
Rtantly” nr *'rcgiiLirly.” Considering this circii ms lance, and also that 
t)ic Rurinjam is n mere Palkec allowance, we are quite satished that it 
ought not to be hereditary* 


Coir^Hixinilence iwpeft- 
iitfrth? iPurjnjElm of AIu- 
rmliiiut Jhxit MiuiDlmr^ 
rccufiniKil bh hercclj- 
fBTV, laiL tGmarkH W Cbp- 
uih Cowper ftiul Mr* Hart 
DU die Deccan Surinjnmei 
Ijieiierillyi 
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Ariicfr fnm ihe Lon do w Ttmes^ rijefrid to at pag'e lOf. 

In Jrtflt numbor of the J^dtnbur^h Hcuuiw a s^nvcrc cennuro Jn pro* 
noiiiifTcd a^aitiat tin* avowed policy of (he fndiaii Government to omit 
nf> .HuitubUi opportunity of aeqairing the turritoricH fililL in possession of 
Nuiivc powers. The qucalion raised by these observations is so import^ 
anb find at the same time so practical} that it seems worthy of discus* 
sion with reference Io wider principles and higher cotisiderniions of 
jjolicy than those which the Roviewer applies to its soliitiorT* 

FroJO Sind to (he eastern extremity of Bengal^ and from the most 
receding hi<1ent;iliuns of llie Himalaya chain to C^ape Comorin, the 
sovereignty of hhigland is supreme, without a rival^ and without an 
i-quah Wimtever be tho local Government of this vast territory, we are 
its paramoLiiil Jord^, itM jmiteeiurs, and its rulers. Our arms must defend 
Jl, our policy ijiii.st guide it, our justice must pervade it, and for its 
welfare and good gf^verrimcnl we are rcsponsihle hofore God and man* 
'I'liis re.spoaslljilliy we liavo gradually^ but knowingly and wilfully, taken 
upon ourscJvtis. We eannoi apportion it j we cantiot divide it, Prior 
nOfl superior to all other obligations is our duly towards the whole 
jioople of India* \Ve do not, however, as yet, govern the whole of this 
vEvfc't country in our own name t Sovereigns over almost all the sea coast, 
We have left rtiiiiy rieli provinces la the interior still under Ilic nominal 
rlominion of Native rtilers. Willi the exception of the Uujpfiot princes, 
these potentates are not generally of high rank or remote antiquity, 
'Their posses^^ion:^ rest upon a title in general no bolter than otir own,—* 
with this rernarlfahlc dilTerenee, lliat though tlieir dominion:^, like ours, 
were won by the sword, that sword, unlike onrs, is drawn to oppre.s.^ 
and not to defend. Wo have emancipated thciftc pale and ine/fectaal 
jiageants of royalty from the ordinary fate that waits on an Oriental 
despotism. The history of Eastern monarchien, like everything else in 
Asia, is stereotyped and invariable* The founder of the dynasty, a brave 
.Soldier or a subtle inUigucr, expels from the throne the feeble ami 
degenerate scion of a more ancient house* Hia son may inherit some of 
the vigour and talents of his father, but in two or three generations luxury 
and iiidoLcncn do their work, and ihe feeble inheritors of a great name 
arc dntbroned by some now adventurer, destined to bequeath a like 
misforttme to his degenerate descendants* Thus are rebellion and 
deposition the correctives of despotism, and thus, through the medium 
of periodical anarchy and civil war, was secured to the people of the 
East a recurrence, at fixed intervals, of able ami vigorous princes. This 
11 u 
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wu have* lakon away IroLii the inhabhanls of the Suits of 
India btiil govorntd hy Narivt; princes. It Kas been well saidj that we 
give thcHti princes power without responsibility h Our hand of iron inain- 
Uins tlieiii on the throne^ despite ihclr Imbeeilityj ihelr vices, or tUeir 
crimes. The result is, in most of those Native States, a eh runic anarchy, 
under whieh the revenues of the State are dissipated between llic greedy 
tnercenaries of a turbnient camp and the venal minions of a corrupt and 
degradeJ court. The heavy and arbitrary taxes levied on the inUe- 
rabloRyots serve no purpose bat to feed the prodigality of the meanest and 
most oti'cniiaatu of tiiankind. The political relations of iho State—cvery- 
thin g* in fuel, wjiieh does not tend directly or indtreedy to the aci^i.iJsi'- 
tion of a ruvenue thna profligately srpiandcrGd, arc left to the control 
and direction of the Hriiish CcHidcnt. The tiiei)ry sc-ems to be broadly 
admitted^ that govcrnTnenl is not for tlie sake of the people, but of tho 
Klngj and that so long as we secure that King in his sinecure royalty, 
we discliarge all llic duly that we, as Sovereigns of India, owe to his 
subjects, who are virtually ours. The treaties conchideij with these 
puppets of onr own setting up are quoted, and their rights cmphalleally 
relied on, by plulanlhropic mciubers of Farlismienl, who iicvor seem 
to advert to the fact that tlic.^to treaties have diverted the revennoj; of 
these kuigdorOft from their legitimate uscit, and handed over their 
Inbabitauts to perpetual slavery. Wo, on the other hand, are inclined 
to believe that there is a higher duty towards the people of India than 
tho observance of the letter of treaties made in fraud of their rights,—^ 
our duty Ui protect Uiciii from cTUelty and injustice, from extortion and 
op]m’3Sifin,—til provido for thnij this best governiuenl wtiich lliey are 
cajmble of receiving, and to lighien the load of laxaiionon all by taking 
care that no part of it U sqaaudorod in waste or profligacy. The higher 
morality cancels and makes vuUl the lower. 

lJu*, not only docrf tho policy of uiaintaiiiing protected Nalive States 
tend to the griovgus injury of the Hubjects whom we have betrayed into 
the hands of Ibcac titular Sovereigns,—it also tends to make our yoke 
press with unnecessary severity on our own inimediate snbjeels. From 
ISljH tf> IRlf) our Indian revenue has been in oi.e.eontiuual delicit, the 
amount of which is upwards of 15,<XIO,000^ There is no country hi the 
world where the want of funds is keeping back so many necessary 
works as in India. In order to raise even this insuflicient revenue, wc 
are coinpelled to have recourse to the most questionable rinandai expe- 
dienis,—to the monopoly of salt, which is a heavy and cruel poll-tax, aud 
lo an export duly on opium, a source of revenuG which a single gleam 
of coinruon mbosc on the part of the Chinese Government which jirohi-^ 
bits its cultivalion, would immediately destroy. With all these despc* 
rate cxpediejils, our Indian incumc fails to meet our expenditure. The 
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Tcayoji j» obvious. Wc undertake 1o duft-nd from foreign attack and 
domestic insurrecUon tbc whole, and to admintatcr the Govcrnincnt with 
llierevcnuGofonly two-thirds of India, thcrevettue of theothcr third being 
wasted oti the vices, the pageantries, and the intrigoes of paltry Native 
(Tourls. While our net revenue amount!* to twenty-one millions, the 
revenue which we sutler to be diverted from Iho purposes of govern- 
ineut, and expended in Native Courts, is compotedat no less an amount 
ihnn thirteen miUiuns. Who gains by this wonderful instance of solf- 
K'lfrrifiec ? Not the subjects of the Nisjam, or the King of Oude, who are 
bi>wcd to the earth under the weight of Government imposts, and 
plundered by the metcenary soldier of that which the tax-gatherer haa 
left; not our own subjects, who, after being taxed to the utmost amount 
id their ability, hco their cEinaLs dried up, their tanks fall into decay, 
and their lands smitten with artificial barrenne.ss, because our Govern- 
Client cannot spare one per cent, out of its receipts to keep in repair 
iieees.sary public works erected by their Hindoo or Mahomedan prede¬ 
cessors; not the pcojde, whose education is withheld, whose internal 
resources are undeveloped, wlmsc roads are unmade, wfiose mines arc 
untvronght, bneause the rcvKiiuc is autieij>ated and t?xhauslcd by the 
fvrdinary and current expenses of administration. ^Phe only gainers are 
the iiitiecurc jioEenlate, the inmates of bis palace and his Zenana, his 
guards, his pariufites, bis jesters, and his dancers, I'^or them is the 
mightiest agency for good which l^novinumin ever placed in the handa 
of any nation crippled artd paralysed ; ibey revel in abundance and 
wanton in luxury, winlo ftchemen the uuist benevolent and plans the most 
fsu-Kighted languish and die out for want of the funds so recklesHly dis¬ 
sipated. This 5itaie of things may be in accordmice with the traditional 
maxims of Indian policy. Great names may bo cited in its support, 
anti ingenlmia rca^tons urged for its continuance. To uh it appears a 
seiindaluus miHUse of those opportuniiie* which l^RtiYiniiNcu has given 
us—a gratuitous sacrlfii-e of the bnlplc^d many to the worthless few. 
— Lottdoft TifiiiSt February OiA, 
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From Capi^in T. A. Cowpeh, 

A^^isiant Inam Commisajiincr., 

T<» W. Haht, Esq., 

loam CoirLmjssJfiiior. 

Dat^d 1th March IfiGy. 

SiH,—I the iiunourf nndcr the ini^triirllonii eonlaiiied in para- 

S'mph 4 of llie Cluisf Secretary'tt letter No, 4J7-> of the 24th Reptember 
to report oh the t^urinjam nu inhered oO of Class L in the re vised 
lists siihniiite'd lo (lovemineiit under date the 2(ilJi Oetoher IJ^47, by 
the A^^cnl for Sirdars* Air. lirown. 

2, This holdhij^ was entered in tho list of Snrinjamsrecommended to 
Im deeiared hereditary, on the groundfs of Itn having existed previously 
If^theyearA. d. i7r>t, and* thus designated, it was inellldod in the j^encrat 
sanelion conveyed in the Honorable Court of Directors’' despatch 
No. Ifi dated 23nd May 1349, paragraphs 2 lo 12. 

'.L But the evidence afforded by the records of the Pcsliwas* dovern- 
meni Fjcemn to me clearly to prove that the Honorable l^ourt have passed 
this decision on erroneous information, inasmuch as neither (he Surirt- 
jarn in question, nor any i>lher Surinjam in lieu of, or in com mutation 
for whieh the present one was granted, were held previous to a, u, 1751? 
or/or f/ears afUrwardii. 

4, Mr. ELphinstonG's list of Jagheers, (ransmitted lo the Govern¬ 
ment of India on the 25th October 1819, showed this Surinjam to have 
been held for forhf-one yeare^ This agrees with the date of original 
grant asi now asccnalned (i. c* a. d. 1777-73>, euppostng Mr. Elphinstone 
lo have calculated up lo a. n, 1B19, the year in which his lists wero 
framed. 

5. By a Sunud the registry of which is forthcoming under date the 
13lh Eumzan, Suman Snbain Mya wu Ullaf {a. t>. 1777-78), thePeshwa 
granted to Trimbukjee Kajeh Bhoslay, ai iin€w granti and not in lieu- 
o/, or with rd/erence to asy previous one, the “ Hoozoor Mamlch” Umola 
of the undermentioned Iwo villages, valued at Ris* 2,023'5-0. 

If 







1, Moujk Vdchfly, Tumf Havailee, Prant Kurrar* 

2. iVTouje T3<]FgaMmt Turuf dattam. 

In A. n. 177£^*^0 the abavementioned wad resumed, and in 

jis fitead, by a Sunud the registry of which is foHhcomtng under date 
the Hth Riibce-eoJ-A wul, Sumaneen Mya wa Ulluf (a^o. 1779-SO), the 
.Taghecr, liabtcG^ and Surdeshmookee T^muls of the imdernicntloncd two 
villages were granted to Trimbukjee Kajch Bhoslay, at a valuation of 
Us. S,01() I— 

T. Moiije Meersiapoor, Purgana DaiulcTphuU 

2, Mouje Btiktcrponr^ Piirguna Koombaree. 

7. This last Runud did not long continue in force ; the villages were 
refillmed in a, n. 1782-83, and the following grant was made, the grounds 
assigned being that the villages previout*ly granted had been found 
unproduetive, The registry of this third RnniuL is fortlieoming under 
dale the lp!jth Rujub, Ralas Rumaneen iVlya wu Ulluf (a, ». 1782-83), 
and grants to Triinbukjce Rajeh Rhoslay, at u valuation of R@* 1/J2D,— 

1. The Jagheer, Babtec, and Mokassa Umuls of IMoujc Danderphul 

Xhoord, Purgunn DanderphuL 

2. The Jaghecr and Babtee Umuls of Moiije Nimbgaum Khooid, 

Purgiina Bandcrphul. 

R. 'Hie word Rurlnjam is not used in any of the above Sunuds; in 
ffirhf however, the grant ia described in the tjame terms, the villages 
being specilled as alienated (Doomalla) for the support of the family of 
the grantee (Kootoombache begmees, 

9, On roferrfnglo the Mutathee doeutnunts recorded by the Agent iu 
this case, I have found nothing letating In any way to the grant of any 
of the villages speeiJied in my 5ih, Bth, and 7ih paragraphs, neither 
does the elalmant appear to have made any statement of hif^ case, nor 
to have furnished any proof, in the shape of Runuds,—at least, nothing 
of the kind is fortbeoming. 

10. In the lists of Surlnjatns framed by Mr. Mills, the original 
grant (entered in the lists as No. 4S of Class I,) to Trimbuhjee Rajeh 
BhosLay is staled to have been made in a. d. 1778,'—the correct date, 
and the one which agrees with Mr, Klphinstonc's lists, 

11, In Mr^ W^rden^s iiats of 1844 the Rurinjam (entered in the lists 
as No. 2 of Class I.) is stated to have been granted ** before a. n. 1751,’* 
and the column of Remarks” contains the following entry i— 

The earliest actual grant recorded in theDuftur is dated a. jj, 17G0^ 

but in IhU it is said that it existed in the time of the Rattara Rajas.” 

12. In Mr. Brown’s revised lists of 1847, the entry of 1844, de¬ 
scribed in the last paragraph, is preserved intact, 

' 13. Under the circumstances above reported, this Surinjam, which 
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is shown by Ihe revised lists to be of the estimated annuaj value of 
Rs. 1,497'-S*3f should apparently have been, according lo the Eulca laid 
down by the Honorable CouiU included in the clasa of Burinjarun 
entitled to continuance for two generations, and a moiety of the net 
proceeds in money to the third, and should not have been entered as an 
hereditary holding. 

I have the honour to be, 6tc. 

(Signed) T. A. Cowpeb, Captain, 

Assistant £nam CumtntsstouiTH 


No. 1921J. 

h'roui W. Haht, F.aip, 

JII am Cojri i n issionc r, 

To A, Mai.kt, 

Chief Secretary to Government. 

D/ited i4M April 1853. 

StR,—I have the honour of submitting a letter No. 114 dated 7ih 
March 1653, from my Assistani, C^aptam Cowper, rej^orling on the 
Surinjam entered as No. p>0 of Class I* in the revipcd Surinjam li>its, 

2. In the ahseiico of Kyfeeuts^ noticed in Captain CowpeT\^ Otii 
paragraph, tt is impossible to tell whether it was from the fraud or care¬ 
lessness of the servants of the Agent^'s establishment that the erroneous 
informaljon given in the list was aditillted Into it ; hut that carelessness 
had something to do with its preparation ia evident from the fact that in 
the eolunin of the revised list which proposes to give Mr, BlpkinaiOff^^s 
reasons for ihe grant is found the following entry :— 

Class SlLlcdars, No. 11.-—Grandfather to the Raja of Sattara. To 
retain his Jagheer land at Hyderabad ceded to the Nizam. Heiedl* 
tary.” 

This entry, whicli is of course nonsense, I find to be made up of iwtt 
of Mr. El phi n Stoners entries, reJatinglo distinct cases,—^ne the Jagheer 
of Bboslay, the other one of a person named Kowree, No. 12 of the 
same eto-^s in Mr. Elphinstone^s list. 

3. Whether Government decide on continuing Hhoslay^s Surinjam 
according to Mr, Klphinstone^a recommendation, or according to the 
Honorable Court’s recent Rules, it is right that they should do so with 
a knowledge of actual facts. I have, therefore, eonsidcied it necessary 
to submit Captain Cowperis letter, with the above obsCrvalLous on a 
point not noticed by him. 

I have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) W. Hart, 

Jnam Commissioner. 
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No. 2171 01 ^ 185a, 

I'OLlTtOAL Dj^FARTHEN'C. 

T« W. Hart, Esq,, 

iiiam C(»mrni3sioneT. 

SfRj—I am directed by tlie Right Honorable tbe Governor in Council 
lu acLnowiodge the receipt of your letterNo. 1929dated the 14thiiltiinOi 
forwarding one from your Asaislant, Captain Cowper, reporting on the 
SiirJnjarn oniefeda<i No, 50 of Class I. in the revisjed Surinjam 

2. You do hot appear lo have been aware, when addressing the 
above letter to Oovernniant, that “ Puraslirani Rajch Ohoslay,” the Ja:^l 
liolder of lliu Stirinjam in question, having died without leaving any 
male mstie, orflers were issued by Government on the 9tli March 1853 
for the resumption of the above grant, 

3, In making this intimation, 1 am desired to forward to you copies 
cW two let (era from this Department lo the tlolleclor of Ahmedtmggnr, 
and the Cmnmissioner at Suttara, tlie ionner dated llse 9th Marti*, 
No. 1008 of and the latter dated the27lU Jannnry, No. 118 of 1850. 

1. A copy of your comniunltatJon has been forwarded to the Agent 
fi»r Sirdars in the Derean, in order that there may be a record in his 
ofhceof the erroneous nature of the information coniaiiicd Jn the revisied 
Surinjum lif*la of 181-1 and 1847 relative to this grant, 

1 have the honour to be, &e. 

(Signed) II. K. Goi-ormiu, 

UomboJ/ J7M Mat/ 1853. Secretary to Government. 


No. 1008 oi’ 1852, 


PoLltlCAL DkPAHTMK^HT, 


'To R. SpoonBH, Eaq., 

Collector of Ahmednuggur, 

am directed by the Right Honorabic the Governor in Council 
to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No, 154 dated the 30th 
January last, reporting the death of Purushram R qch Bhoslay, who held 
in the Ahtnedniiggnr Collectoratc certain villages in Surlnjam, of the 
estimated annual value of Ra. 1,497-5-3. 

3, In reply, I am dcaired to inform you that the deceased having left 
i:o Icgitimalj male issue, the Surlnjatn in question has lapsed to Govern* 
rucni, and, aecordliigly, to convey to you the directions of His Lordship 
in ConneiL for the resumption of this grant, 

T have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) A. Mauiit, 

Chief Secretary, 


Botubaif Cat He, 9fA March 1852. 
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ftTo. 418 or 1&5S, 


To T. Ogilvy, E»q,, 

Commifisioner at Sattara. 


FoLltlCAL DEPARTHtHT. 


—With reference lo my letter No. 4638 dated the 5th November 
I am directed by the Eight Honor&ble the Governor in Coonci) 
to inform yoa that the GovcTomont of India has confirmed the grant by 
this Governtnent to Goowuntabaee, widow of Buiwunt Rao £ho$jay 
Senapaticej of a pension of Rs. 50 per mensem, on the distinct under- 
standing that the allowance must lapse entirely and finally on the death 
cpf the present grantee, 

1 have tho honour to be, &c, 

(Signed) A, Malkt, 

Chief Secretary. 

Bot/ibai/ 21/fh Jniiwai ff 185^1. 


To A. hlscj.. 

Chief Soeretary lo Government Bombay, 

SiUj—I have now l!it; honour to ant^wer jMr, Secretary Goidsrnid's 
letter lo my addreaw, No, 2173 dated the I7tli May last, transmitting 
copy of a letter from the Inam ('ommissjoncr, with one from lii^i Assjst- 
atil, relative to entry No, 50 in C’laas [. of the revised Sarinjam lists of 
A, u, 1847, founded on an entry of No. 2 of C/iass I. of the prepar¬ 
ed by me in 18-14, the object of the commanieation being that I should 
Jiave an opportunity of offering any e^splanation I may wish relative lo 
the allerationof dates nolicod by the Aaslstant, Captain Cowper. 

2, The case is that of Trimbulcjce Rnjeb Bhoi^lay, grandfather of 
the Raja of Sattaru, who was placed on the throne by the British Govern¬ 
ment in A. n. 1818, 

3, On the accession of the British Government three villages were 
found alienated by the Peshwa in Surinjam to this person, the names of 
whicli arc,— 

1, Sberusgaum, 

2, Banderphul, and 

3, Nimbgaum; 

a judicial altachment having been levied on the Jirst, for the recovery 
of Ks- 0,000 claimed from the family of the grantee on account of the 
expenses arising out of a family feud, 

4, He had also held a fourth village, named Ghargaum, which 
appears to have been resumed shortly before tho conquest of the Deccan. 
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5. Mr coD^nucJ to him the villager of Danderphul 

and Nimbgaum, of the eatimaied actual value of As. 1,429*13-0. 

G. The villages of virhich the British Bnrinjam was composed were 
granted forty *one years be fare the conquest. 

7, The village of Shornegaum, however, which did not form part of 
the British Sutiojam, was granted before a. d. 1751*^2, as proved by 
the registry of a Sunud (marked A, copy of which, wUh a tianetatioiP 
into English by the head writer of the Agent fur Sirdars, is annexed, and 
which Sunud is referred to by Captain Cowper in paragraph 2 of hid 
letter dated the 27th of August last) conferring a grant on one Raojec 
Powar, in compensaiion for the loss of Shenisgaum granted to Bhoday. 
This village was never permanently ami politically resumed, in the 
ordinary sense of that word, but it was attached by judicial process, and 
farmed out by the Government, as will be seen by reference to the 
Sunad marked B, tilt the sum of Rs. 6,000 should have been realised 
from it to reimburse two persons (to one of whom the farm was as¬ 
signed) who had advanced As. 6,000 for the payment and discharge of 
some irregular soldiery who held two members of the family in conGno- 
ment at the inataneo of two others, there being at that limn a feud in 
the family to adjust which the Government interposeJ. How long the 
village remained wiilt iliis farmer ia not known, but as the Purguna 
Newaaseh, ia which it is situated, had gone greatly to waste for some 
yearSf it is probahle that the interval between a. n, and a. o. 1S17 
did not suffice to discharge the debt with wliicli it was burdened, or the 
proceeds, as in other caso^, were possibly “ embcisided’* by the public 
officers in the anarchy that immediately preceded the British conquest; 
but be that ns it may, it so befell that at llie Brhihh conquest the judi¬ 
cial attachment had not been raised. 

8. It is staled in (he ** Remarks^' la my Surinjam list, as respects 
this graQt,^^* The curliest actual grant recorded in the Duftur is dated 
A. o. 1760; bnt in this it is said that it existed in the time of the Sattara 
Rajas/^ This appears to relate 1o r^harcs of the revenue of the village 
of Ghargaum, which was released from attachment in a, jy, 1760 by a 
Bunud copy and translation of the registry of which are annexed and 
marked C. This Sunud, taken in conjunction with the contents of that 
i.iarked A and the fact of the grantee being a member of the house of 
Battara, leaves it beyond debate that the grant was aBattara grant; and as 
the Honorable the Court of Directors, in paragraph 9 of their despatch 
dated October 2Gth, 1842, directed that all Jagheera which bear dates 
anterior to a. d- 17^1, together with those which are known (as this was 
cehaiuly known) to be ancient, should be hereditary in the fullest 
.aense of the word, there is no doubt that Mr. Brownes decision, based 
on xny remark, is strictly correct; and that if the grantee had preferred 
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to take the tffaste village of ShcruflgatiiQf whieh formed part of hti 
ancient Jagheer^ Instead of the more fertile vtllagea of Nimbgaom and 
Danderphnl, of which the PeshwaV and British Sudnjaina were com- 
posedf Mr, Elphinstonc would have gladly acceded to a request by 
which the British Government would have profited. 

9. I regret that I should, aa in the case of Poo rand hu re e, reported in 
my letter dated the 9th of September laat, have reason to complain of 
the manner in which these cases are put before Government by Captain 
Cow per, 

10. I annex my correspondence with the Inam Commij^sioncr on 
this case, and have submitted copies of all the Murathco documents 
transmitted to me hy Mr. Munson, in order that, if the Government 
plcaflc^ I hey may be translated at Bombay. 

11. Il will be observed that Captain Cowper in his tetter of the 7th 
of March last, which waji submitted lo Government with that of Mr. 
Hart dated the 14th of April, never once mentions the grants of the 
villages of Shcrnsgauin and Ghargaum, from the ovidcnco derived frotn 
which ihc Surinjam found its way into Class J.; but, on the contrary, 
states (paragraph 9) neither the Surlnjam in question, not any other 
Surinjnm in lieu of, or in commutation for which the present one was 
granted, were held previous to a, □, 17ol; while in his letter to the Inam 
Commtsf^Loner dated the 27th of August last, on my reference dated the 
ll3tli| he says (paragraph *2)—“ the village of Shcritsgauin was granted 
(on what tenure is not specified) to Trimbnkjce Rajeh Bhoalay by a 
8unud registered in a. n. 1751-52'’; and again (paragraph 6)—**Sc wajeo 
Bhoslay appears to have held the village up to A. J>. 1799-1 flOO, in which 
3 "ear it is shown to have been resumed by a Sunud.” It follows, there¬ 
fore, that ahhongli the grants by the Feshwa were not in lieu of, or in 
commutation for others, they were hold in conjunction with ancient 
grants, ant! which was not brought to notlee. 

12. Again,—the Government will observe, on perusing the iSunud 
marked B sent to me by Captain Cowper in proof of bis as^teriiou that 
the village was resumed in a. n, 1799-1000 (paragraph (> of his letter 
dated the 27tli of August last), that the village was not thereby resumed, 
but that an attachment only was levied ou it, of the nature of a judicial 
process, for the recovery of a sum of money, and only so fon^ as that 
monetf should remain tenreeovered. 

19. It is true that the Sunud marked A does not, as observed by 
Captain Cowper in the 2nd parapraph of the letter of the 27th of 
August last, specify the tenurci but Captain Cowper has omitted to 
point out that thi^^ omission is supplied by the Sunud B, by which the 
attachment referred to in the last paragraph was levied, in which (Zto 
tenure is specified as “ Surinjamee.” 
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14* Again,—Captain Cowpcr fells Mr. Hart (paragraph fi) that 
villages, Voehay anti Borgaum, were granted “as a new grantj and pal 
in lieu off or in reference to anp previovt in a. t>* 1777-78* 

The worde ia italics were italicised by Captain Cowper 
himself, anJ the object of this emphasis was, I presume, to impress on 
tJie (rovernment that Bhostay’s claim as a Sarinjamdar commenced in 
A, n. 1777-78, the fact being, as it appears to me, that the ancient grant 
of Shcrusgaum and Gharganm was at that very time in the possession 
of liicSurinjamdar and liis family, and held, according Captain Cowper's 
own subsc([ucnl showing,—one from before a. p. 1751-52 to the Brhlsli 
conquest, even aceording to Captain Cowper himself till a* n* 1800, 
when it was temporarily aitachcd in consequence of the family feud ; 
and the other cerlainip in a. n. 1752-53, and as early a« a* o. 

1747-48 (Captain Cowper'a letter of 27lli August 1853, paragraphs 
2 and 8)* 

t(j. Captain Cowpet's letter to Mr. Hart is prineipaily composed of 
ihn aceooiitof villages held oneyearand four years, and then resumed j 
and adda that in the bXuralhce documents recorded by the Agent he 
has found nothing rcluting iu any way to the grant of any of the villages 
apecified by him ; and for this obvious reason, that these grants and 
exchanges were totally irrelevant to the question before me, and only 
of the least importance as showing the influence of the Sarinjamdar in 
getting good villages exchanged for bad ones ,—dhe point before me 
being the date of the original Sorinjatn* 

17* Mr* I Earles letter handing up Captain Cowper^s consist'^ only of 
the notice of a clerical error in Mr, Brown^a lists luada in the transcript 
of Mr. E^tphinstono^s note, to which nolo has boon joined the note on 
the case immediately following it, 1 should have expected from Mr. 
Hart, instead of talking of the “ nonsense*^ written (as if a clerical error 
did not generally convert sense into nonsense) and of ** carelessness,^’ 
be would have pointed out—what he can hardly have failed to ob¬ 
serve—that in the process of binding Mr* Blpliinstone's Surinjam list, 
part of the notes was bound In jo ^^l give the two notes the appearance 
pf being o»e;^lhe error of the clerk is so obvious as lo have been 
beneath notice* 

10t Mr* Brown's decision is, then, I believe, strictly correct* 

I have the honour to be, 

h 

(Signed) J. Wahiien, 

Lale Agent for Sirdars. 


Bovibapt M November 1053 . 
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To f:* J. Manron^ E&c[, 

Sis, —IntefcTcncc to your letter No* 2211 datod theGth of thiRmonTli, 
I liaVG the honour to request you will/aroar me with auihetilioaied 
exiracls from the Peshwaa* Duftar, tracing the alien a r mu of SheiutTgaujii 
onct Cfhargaum from their otigiRa.1 grant to iheir resumption, 

1 shaSl also be obLiged by your favouring me with authenticated 
eojjjes' of the Sunuds and other doeumenrs n^ferred to in Captain Cow- 
per"s letter to your predecessor, No* 114 dated March 7Uj, 

J enclose a Murathec tnemorandum of these papers, 

I have the honour to be, &e. 

(Signed) J* W.^nnrtf. 

PoOflflf Aif^HSf iHja, 


No. S'tfiG. 

Prom C. J. IVIansok, Kstp, 

Jjiam Coiumissioncr, 

To the Ifortorablc J. WarukW, Bsq,, 

Jjate Agent for Sirilars in the Deccan. 

Dated /wV/j’te, ls^ Scpt.ctntjcr IS53. 

Sir,—I have the honour to acknowledge tlte receipt cf your Icller of 
I he l‘llh August and, in reply, to forward an original letter 

No, 411 of the 27(]t ultimo, with acootnpan'tnieiiis, fnirii tiiy Assislant, 
CapUiiu Ci»wper, 

I have I lie honour to be, Ac. 

(Signed) C*J.Ma,xso\, 

Jnam C'ommisi'itmcr, 


No. 411 OF 1853. 

i^'rom Captain T, A. Cowfur, 

Asb^isrant liiauL Commissioner, 

Til C. J. MAPisopf, Esq,, 

Inam Commissioner. 

Datvd Poona, 27th Auf^st 

—In returning ihc accompaniments to your letter No, 2335, of 
the 17th instant, 1 have the honour to tfansmit copies of the registry of 
■ he undennemioned Sunuds, referred loin my letter No. 114 of the 7lh 

March 19-53. 
ic 
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A Sunv^lf ihowgMfry of which in ihe diary of the IJiiK 
RuiriziiH, Sumsin Sulmin (a. o, 1778'79)| is found transferred to ihe 
ledger of that year, granting to Ttimbokjee Kajeh Bhofttay, aia a new 
grants and not in lieu of, or with reference to any previous one, the 
iVoo 7 oar IVTamleh Umuls of the undcrnientionod two villages, valued 
at Hs. 2,033-0-0;— 

1. Mouje Veehay, Tanif Havallec, Prant Knrrar. 

2, Mouji Borgauin, Turiif Sattnm. 

2m/*'—A Sunud, the registry of which in the diary of the 8th Bubec- 
nnl-Awal, ^umanecn (a, j>, 1779-SO), ia found transferred to the 
ledger of that year, granling to Tnmbnkjce Rajeh Biioalay, in lien of 
iho villages above mentioned, and wliieli wen; resumed, the Jaglirer, 
Hiibtee, and Siirdcslirnooken Uinuls of the two villages below named, 
at a valuation of lls. 2,010:—- 

1. Monjo MoerKipoor, Pmrgtina DandcrpliiiL 

2 . Moujci Hiikterpoor, Piirgiina KtmrnUaroe. 

lirtl.—A. f^imnd, the registry of which in Ihc diary of the 15lli Bu- 
jnh, f^idas Snmancon (a. o* 17!:^2'-83), is found transferred to the 
ledger of that year, resuming the villages named in the Wnmid Iasi 
mentioned, and granting in their stead, at a vaiualUm of Bs, 1,92S,— 

1* The Jagluicr, Babtee, and Mokassa Umuls of Mouje Damlrr* 
phnl Khoord, Purguna DaodcrphiiL 

2, The JagUeer and Babtee Umuls of Moujc Nimbgaiim k'lioord, 
Piirguiia DanderphuL 

2* The village of Shenisganm was resumed from Ryajee Powar 
and graiiird (on what tenure is not specified) to Trimbukjee Rsijeh 
Bhnslay, by a Bnnud addressed to one Ragho Govind, and registered 
tti the diary of the ruli Rubec-ool-Akhir, Ksunay Rhumsain ti. I7ril -72). 
A copy of the registry was forwarded with Captain Cowpet*a letter 
No. 2Sfi of the uth July last, 

:U 'Ihe village is entered in the forthcoming accounts of Porguna 
Newassch up to the year Snmaii Sumaneen (a. n* 17B7-S8), as alJenated 
tu Trimbukjee Bliostay, 

4* The accounts for the next year (Teesa Sninaneen, a. n* l78B-8f)) 
of Pnrguna Newassefa show the village as then alienated to Ciungajco 
Rajeh Bliostay, son of Trimhukjcu Rajch Bhoslay* 

5, It appears from the accounts, that at some period between a. d. 
1788'89 and 1799*1800, the village must have passed info the hands 
of Bewnjee Blioslay, the son of Gungajee Bhoslay named in the last 
paragraph; 1 have not deemed it necessary to delay this letter by a 
search through all the accounts to ascertain the exact year in which the 
son succeeded the father, as I presnme it cannot affect the inquiry* 
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Scwajec Bho&lay appears t* have held Ihe vilage up U> Myataln 
(a, 1799''1800), in wliiuh year it U Rhow^n to have bpoa rf!auiued by a 

Sunud, the registry (copy ja herewith transmitted) of which In llie diary 
of the Ifith Shaban, Myalain (a. d* 1709*1800)} is found transferred to 
the ledger of tlmt year. 

7. The village from a, u, 1709*1800 up to the latest year for wliicli 
accounts are forthcofmjig {a. u* iSlG-t?) is shown to have been in the 
hands of the GovcrniTiGnt, 

R, I have now to afTord the lilslory of the other village (GLiaTgaU]n]i 
which is Cf^ually clear in every respeetf cjrccpling the exact date of 
grant} which 1 have been uaable to trace* All that I have been able to 
deterininc wjtb eerlainry is that ils Swuraj Umul, valued at Rs* %5-1-0* 
was granted to 'rrimbukjee Bhoslay subKcqueiitly to a. d* 17-10-17, and 
prior to a. jj. l752-o3, la ilic former year it is found entered iu a \\^\ 
of villfiges distinguishing tbosK alienated in the name of the first wile 
of the HalUra Rajfi} and in the latter, in a similar listj under tlie gene* 
ral head of “Guards,’^ a document (an aecount of management td' 
Jhirgima lianjangaum) of a still later date (\, n* I7i>1 *55), showing it 
as alienaLctl to Trjjnbukjea Bboslay, and showing, also, that ho was 
one of the guardEf,"'’—so that ho may bn considered to have bold liie 
Uinul, ccrtainfif in a* n. 1702-53, and piirhaps as early as a* ik 1747-48* 

9. The Bwnraj Fftnal of Ghargaum ia shown by a Surlnjam meuiO’ 
randiim dated a. o, 1771-72 {copy of which is transmitted) to have pas^^ed 
into the hands of Trimbukjre^s sen, Suntajec Bhoslay, in a, u, 17I>1*92 
(Msunay Sec tain)* 

10, The Swuraj (Jmul is shown to fiavo continued alienated uniil 
A- i»* 18th[j-00 (Scat Myatain), in whicli year it was resumed by a Su- 
ninl TCgisfcTcd in the diary of the 29tli Mohuruin (copy bcrewitli tr*w* 
juitted). 

11. From A. n, 1805-06 to the latest year for whicii necounts arc 
lortheoming (a, n, 1814*1 p^), the proceed:^ of the Swuraj Umul are shown 
lo have belonged Lf>, and to have been realised by the Govcrntncnt, 

12, The history of Slierusgaum and of the Swuraj Umul of Gbar* 
gaum is so clear that I have thought it best to submit ulonce this letter, 
under llie impression that it will be foand to afford ail the information 
the Honorable Mr, Warden requires. Should, however^ a transcript of 
the entry in each fortbeofning account of each year, for the lust seventy 
years of the Peshwas' rule, be still wanted, itehall be prepared, but i^ 
preparation will lake a considerable time. 

I have tbo honour to be, 

(Signed) T. A. Cowpkr, (faptaln, 
Assistant Inam Cominissioner. 
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To C. J» MAKf^ofjj 

gjjt,_In reference to the 7th paragraph of Caplain CuwperN letter 

of the S7th of last month, which accompanied yoara to my addresB of 
the 1st of thip month, I fthall be obliged by your informing inc the 
TimoUEit jculifjed year by year by the Peshwa^fi Goverament from the 
year ^ o. 1700*1800 to a, m 1810-17, from the village of Shcmagauin, 
which in the previous paragraph ih said to have been resumed. 

Your A&sjstant may also, perhaps, be able fo inform me of the names 
of the viJlagcs, the revenue of which represented the resumption, en¬ 
tered in the numc of Ttimbukjee Rajuh BhosTay, under the words 
J,tl00 rupees resumed^’ in Mr, Elphinstonc^s Sttrinjam lists. 

1 have the honour to be, ^c, 

{Wfh. i^f'ptcmbvr (Signed) J. Wakdkn, 


No* 2317* 

h'roiii C. J* Manson, Ksq,, 

Inam Commissioner, 

To the Honorable J. Wardem, Eaq-, 

Tjatc Agent for Sirdars. 

Dated KirkeCf 22wf Septtimber 1853, 

Sin,—I have tiic honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the HHh iuHtant, and to forward an original letter. No* 453 of yester- 
day's date, from iny Assifttont, Captain Cowper, affording, as far us 
privi'tjf^iblc, tlic information required by you regarding the vilJago of 
Shertisgaum. 

1 have the honour to be, ^c* 

(Signed) C* J. MahsojV, 
Itiam Commissioner, 


No, -135 ov 1853* 

From Caplidn T, A* Cowper, 

Assistant Inam Commissioner, 

To C* J* Mamsom, Esq., 

Inam Commissi oner. 

Dated Poonaj 2l5i Sepienther 1853* 

Sji!,— 1 have the honour to afford, ns far as prnctjcnblc, the information 
regarding the village of Shcruegauin called for in your letter No. 2500 
of the I2th instaut* 
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‘2. hy tlic fiamo Sunuii (sgc paraj^mph 6 of Captain Cowpoi-^s loiter 
No, 411 of iho 37lJi ultimo) which resumed Shern&gaain m d. 
1799-1300, the management (Koma^is) of the village was made over to 
Manajee Binday. I have been unable to discover how long it remained 
with him, neither can the roRults of his management be ascertained, as 
there are no accounts of it forthcoming from among the Pcahwaa’ records, 
although it is possible that some may be hereafter discovered among 
the enormous number of accounts of the late Government which have 
lately been coLlectcc]^ 

3. Up to JK 1809-10, whether Sherueganm remained in the hands 
of Manajee Sinday or not cannot be ascertained ; during either the 
whole or u. portion of this period, however (t- c. front a. n. ISOO-OI ti> 
1809-10), it is shown by forthcoming accounts to have been deserted 

(oitar). 

4. In llic accounts of management which arc forthcoming 

for A, n. 1300-01, 1800-07, 1807-08, and 1308-00, Shcrusgaum is either 
4lcdue1ed as alienated (to whom not specified), or as a deserted village* 
It is, therefore, probable that up to the iastnamed year it remained 
under separnle managomont, for which the district oOlcer was not re- 
r^ponsiblc. In the account for 1300-01 this is recorded, and it is stated 
that no information eon Id be oblained regarding Shernsgaum. 

ft. In A. n. 1309-10 KhcrUjigaiim had been incorporated with the 
(loveinmcnt villages in the dL^trlct (Ncwassch), and this is the first year 
fur which accounts showing the Tealizations of its revenue are forth¬ 
coming; Ifi are shown as the amount realised and eredfted to 
(rovernmciit under the head of '* Revenue of resumed villages.'* Front 
the smallness of this amount, it seems probable that Sherusgaum 
remained deserted up to a, n. lBOS-09. 

6, III A. o* 1311-12 the amount realized from SlicrusgmiTn is not 

ascertainable, but that revenue realized, and bi/ GovcrtimiMtf is 

shown by an account of managemont of the Mokussn* Umul of the 
ttistrkij in which document the foDowing entry is found 

Bheriisguam 1ms now beco resumed, but the Government manager 

will not pay ibe share of its revenue 

7. For A. D. 131*2-13 an account of the nature specified iti the Just 
paragraph is forthcoming, and contains a similar entry* 

3. In A* D. 1312-13 it is certain, however, that the revenue of She- 
rusgania was realized by the Government iminagcr of the distijct, as iu 
a suhscfjucnt account of manageuent of his for a. u. 1814-15, the out¬ 
standing balance of a. i>. 1312-13, amounting to ils. 2-3*9, Is shown to 
have been realized and credited to Government* 

* The L'nuil ot the district Ll;iJ hccii aJw«y* ^imratcly lUiiQiigciJ ajhl uccuuiiteJ 

ter Ui (jt>vcrauiciil' 
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9, For A. D. JS13-14 no account la forthcoinjngf but tt U equally 
certtLm lliat in thjs year Government rGalizcd the revenue of Sfierux- 
f^autn^ as in tho account for a* 1814-15 referred to in the Iasi para- 
|traph the ontritanding balance for x, n, 1813-14^ amounting to Rs. 25, 
ifl #‘l!own to have been realized and credited to Government. 

19< For A. 1814-15 the account of management referred to- in the 
lant two paragraphs is forlhoomingf but as ihe amount realized through* 
out the district la ahown only in the aggregate, the $um which Sherus- 
gaum paid cannot be ascertained. 

11* For A. n* 1815-16 no account showing the icalizaiions of the 
village or district is forthcoming* 

12, Accountfir of (he management of the Peshwa^s ulbcer for a. r>* 
1817-18 cannoh of courfiCi be forthcoming, before that year terminaled, 
l^ritish rule had been introduced ^ but the records contain an acccmiiL 
showing the amount for which llajee Hao farmed the disirkl at the 
commencement of the year* This document does not sjieeify the amount 
at which each village was farmed, but that Sherusgautn w:is one of 
them is proved by a detailed memorandum^ drawn up at the same time, 
and showing w detail the villages deducted as alienated, Slicrusgauni 

being one of them. 

13, 1 have been unable to ascertain the names of the villages, the 
revenues of which tepresented the Ka, 1,200 entered as resumed froiu 
THmbukjee Rajeh Bhoslay in Mr, Jdlplijnstoue^s lists, aUhongU 1 have 
availed myself of the assistance of Raejee Peudsny in iny endeavour!^ 
to discover any documenta among the records of the Deecan Cummis* 
Atou affording the Information. 

1 have the honour to be, 

{Signed) T* A* Cowpfh, Captain, 

Assistant Inam Cotmnisgtoner. 

(True copies) 

(Signed) .1. Wahjjkh, 

Jjate Agent for Sirdars. 


No* 31 OK 1854. 

From Captain T. A. Cowfer, 

AsBistaut Irtniti ComiuissioJiier, 

To C* J. Manson, Esq., 

inam Commtsfiloncr. 

Dated Foonaf 18M Januai t/ 185 t. 

StiL,—Tn reluming the Honorable Mr* "Warden^® letter dated the Tjth 
November last (explaining the ciicuiiisianccs under which the date of 
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oTlginal fi^nt of The StiTinjnm conlinned at the conquest of the Dcecan 
tft Purusbmiti Hajoh Bhoftlay, and which date had been corrcclLy cn> 
tered in Mn Elphinstonc's list of the Jagheere^ was altered in the lists 
framed liy the Agents Mr. Warden^ in 1S44, and revised by his fluccessor, 
Mr, Brown, in 1847; sneh nltcratioRf moreoveri bringing the holding 
into the class of those entitled to hereditary continnance), whiehf with 
a copy of one^ No. 5408 of llic 20lli ultimo, from the Chief Secretary 
to Govcrnuientf uccpinpanicd your memorandum, No^ 2845 uf the 22iicl 
idem, I have the honour to submit the explunntion called for.. 

2^ One of the tirst proposals which Mr. E!lphinstono, after having 
in his proclamatlou of the 11th February 1818 declared the Peahwa’s 
late dominions to have hcuome British territory, made !o The fiovcrnor 
(jeneral (see Mr* ETphinstonc's despatch of the I8th June 1818, refer¬ 
red to in paragraph JIG of tlaptfiin, Cowper's report, No, IG3 of the 2nd 
May 1H53), was that ‘‘of providing for the Jaghocrdiirs whom the 
even Is of the war had deprived of ihclr power and poascssions, by 
leaving them their per,Jaghcers"; and thia proposal met with t!io 
perfect concurrence ami sauetJou of the CJovcrnor General iu Council 
(rcjily, ilatcd llic jScpteiubcr ISIS, from the Chief Secretary to the 
Government of India)^ 

3, Mr. Elphiustonu then laid doxvu cerlaiu rtdes for the guidance of 
the cdilcGTs to wlioin In? entrusted the te<piisite inquiry (forwarded tn 
the Government of India with JMr. Elphinstone^s letter of the 25tli 
October J810); and the Till of the^c rules declared,—No Jagheer not 
rtclimUtf* enjoyed up to the war to bo restored, unless specially directed 
so to be,” 

4, At au earlier date Mr* Elphinstone had promulgated riilea for Iho 
continuance of Inaynii (circular to Collectors, dated the 27th June 1818), 
luid with regard even to tlioso holdings of a permanent nature—the 
Wnrinjams being for the most part grunt;; avowedly resumabic at plca- 
snre—liQ ordered,— 

No right to posfsestpioii is ever intended to be recognised that waf* 

not iu force at the breaking out of t(ic present war.” 

5, A gfinerul ^tulement of the JaghecrJars' holdings and claims was 
next prepared by Mr* Eillphijistouc’s Secretary, Mr* MelXonnell, *‘who 
proceeded to compare the statements of the Jagbeerdars with those 
drawn up in the Duftur, checking both by the accounts received from 
the Collectors. A complete register was framed on this compariaou, 
showing the name of the holder of each Jagheer, the dale and nature of 
the grant, the situalion of the lands, and the sources of the revenue 
when uoi drawn from land, with Kumal or highest revenue, the revenue 


♦ Ffn/ieisfJ \'ii\ Optiiin 
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!jfl ftUled by ihft J:iglipflnlar, and actual Rollcclions an reported by our 
fdTioerJ^.” (Pura-'rapli 5 of Mr. KJpliinalonc^a letter to the Government 
of India dated the 2fflh October 1BI9). 

tL Jn Mr. McDonnHra Btatoment the Burinjamj the subjooi of the 
|)Trf<cnl diflciifiiftloji,^ wai? entered afi shown below :— 

No. II.—Triirihukjec Rajeh Bhoglay Wawcckiir. 

“ jAGUmStt. 

Akvicdfin§;"ur. 

Monjd Banderphnl Klioord * * *...Rs. 0 0 

Monjo Nimbgaum Khoord, Purguna Dauderphul. IJJG 13 U 

Total.. ..Rg. 1/1SS 13 t> 
Shet Sunud on Kugba Wawee .. Rb. 75 0 0 


Total Jagheer.. .. Rs, 1,407 13 fJ 

“ —The Surdtrghmookee ofbotli the villages and llie Mokog^^a 

of Nec'inj^aiitn amounts to Rb. 333'0’3, and beUmg^co Government/'^ 

7. On the 05tli Oelobcr 181U Mr. Mlphinstonc reported the eomjdn* 
tion of the plan (rttferred to In paragrajdi 2 of ihig letter) jiroposed in 
his deBpateh No. 78 of the 18th June 18L8, for restoring the personal 
lands of the chief Ministers and other Jaghcerdara of the Muratha Go’- 
vernment, and with his dcspaieh submilfed a Statement showing iho 
.laghcers^ or compensation in tiea of them, to be cijiitiiiued in the coun* 
fry conquered from the Peshwu.” 

8. The HnrinjriJn under rejmrt was entered in Mr. Rlphinstorie*s 
statement in the Glass of “ Silledars/^ No. It, as shown below:— 
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9. A “rcgislfir,"’ allowing to wluini ihe Jagfiocra propoHcd !o be eon- 
tinned by Mr. Elphinatone were actually restored^ submitted witli 
Mr Chaplin's letter of tha 38lh October 1822, No. 121, and in this regia- 
let (he Surinjam under report was entered as having been restored to 
** Ptiru,^ltmm Rajeh Bhoslay.'^ 

10. In the lists framed by the Deputy Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Warden, 
and dated the ^rd January 1831, this Snntijain was entered as No. 41 of 
Class rt., tlifi dale of original grant assigned being a. n, 1778. 

11. In Mr, Marriott’s revisod llsta, submitted on the blh JVratcIi 
1834, the number assigned to this SurJnjarn was 40 of Class f. In 
other rcspccln the entry in llic Deputy Agent's lists was preserved, 

12. New lists were on the 23rd Cctober 1S40 submitted by the Agent, 
Mr. Mill‘d, and in these the Rurinjam of Purnsliram Ra]c1i ISlio^Lay, 
as No, 48 of Class 1., continued to be shown as a grant of a, n, 1778, 

13. The priiudpIuM on which Mr. Mills had frutned his lists were 
pronoiiiicod by the Honorable the Court of Direttors robe erroneous, and 
at variance with their intentions. They, eorifi^eqiicully, in a dcspalcb, 
No. 17 of rhe 2fitli October 1812, directed iliat new lists should be pre- 
paredp under the following RnlcJi 

L (Paragraph 11 of Honorable Court's despatdi.J-^Thnt all Ja* 
gboers in Class J. of Mr. Mills' list, which bear dales anterior to 
17filr be, as Mr. MIphinstono recommends, ‘hereditary in the fullest 
si-nse of the word,' together with tlmse of which the dales arc un" 
hnowii, but whbdi are htmwn to be ancient."’ 

1 1. (Rufagraph 10 of Honorable Court's despalcFi.)™" In addition 
(o these ancient .laglieers, all ihosc of more recent date which were 
granted in cum mutation for the resumption of more ancient 
sions (which hnown to have been the cajse with some) are entitled 
in like inanucr to an liercditary tenure.'' 

Ilf, (Paragraph 12 of Honorable Court's despatch,—That ** with 
regard to Ruriiijam grants bearing date subi^cjuont lo 1731, resump¬ 
tion after a second generation frotn Ihc eonquest, making a pensionary 
provision equal to half the net proceeds of the Rurlnjam landi$ for the 
generation next suceecding, should be the general rule.'’ 

IV. lI'aTagraph L2 of ilonorablc Court's despatch.)—That cases 
in which Mr. Elpliinatono may have recommended a more extended 
provision" should be separately and specially considered, as aUo any 
otlwr cases deemed to require such consideration- 

11. Consequent upon these orders of the Honorable Court, the Agent 
for Rirdutfi, Mr. Warden, was directed to frame new lists in the Chief 
Seerctary's letter No. 991 dated the 9th May 1843, Ihe 3rd paragraph 
and (he preamble, and the 3rd and 6th elauscs of the 4ih pamgraph of 
wbicli are below quoted. 
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“3. 1 am further directed to requestj that in conformity with the 

orders contained in the despatch from the Honorable the Court of 
Hireelorsi, yon will most carefully revise the amended lists of Deccan 
Ja^lieurdars .submilted to Government by your predecessor, Mr, Mills, 
in 18 JO ancl .lime IF! 11, and tc model with great care those lists on the 
prijiciplos laid down in that desps.tcli, 

I uni desired to reqaciJt, that in carrying llieso instructions into 
clFect you will insert in these new liisla E^cparatc columns containing 
the following infoniintion in regard to each individuiil whose name is 
entered in the lists:— 

'rhe (lute of ihc original grant, us ascertained from Suiiuds 
or other doeiiiiicnts, cither un the records of the Pooua Duftar or in 
the pr>sscssioiL of the family to whom the Siirinjain was granted. 
7^he utmost cure should be taken to guard against any fraud or de- 
l-e]rli{Ml Oil thi'^ point," 

o —The tenure on which the Snrinjam will be held by the in- 

riiuibcfit, (ut the priiiciplcs laid down by tiic Court intlicir despaleli 
ihitcfl :;3l>fh t)etobcr last; and in any cas^e in which you may be of 
iqiiuiou that ihiiso principles slmuld be departed from, yon are re¬ 
quested to submit to Government full infuniialion of the grounds 
which you may propose stich deviation." 

1-1. Warden^ lists were subniitUul with Iijh letter No. Sfi-'j of 

the Dcec tuber 1844, the 10th and lllh paragtfiplis of which arc 

us follows:— 

*' If). Ason llicoccasion of preparingHurinjam lists, tlu; imporTauf. 
dislluctiou was Dot made between grants by the Mahotnedan Govern¬ 
ment and TlEijaw of HEiltara, and lliose by llie Pushwas, I conlenTial 
myself with assigning, as the period when a grant began to take edcc!, 
the dale of the cni'E:^ stgraiit recorded in the Poona Duftiir; but when 
I have m>w found these docnmciils assign, as the motive of the grant, 
that the griinico ludd a Surinjam in the time of the Hajas of Sattarn, 
1 have altered the date of original grant, and placed it anterior to 
A. o* 17!>1 : ‘.Jaghcers of which the dates arc unknown, but whicli arc 
known to be Eundent, as well as those of more recent date, but wliicli 
were granted in com mutation for the rcsumplioa of ancient po»- 
Fcsslons/ being treated by the Court of Directors with as nmcli 
consi derail on as grEtnts actually dated before a. n. 1751» 

“11. I have, however, been careful not to adopt any date wliiclt 
is not confirmed by the Poona Duftur* These descriptions of claim, 
then, compose (.'ias» I* of Suritijamdars^ whose cslalos arc to be here¬ 
ditary * in the fuUeat isense of the worJ.^" 
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16. I a Mr. WarJen^s lists this Burin jam was entered as shown below, 
as No. 11 of Class 1.:—- 
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17. Mr. Wiirdcn*M lists wcir relnrned fur revision to his snc^'cssor, 
Mr. Drown, wjlh tlio Chief lSccrelary*s idler No. IS!)li of the Dili IMny 
TH46, ill llic Hth and 15t!i paragraphs of whicli Mr, Brown was sjnicially 
warned agninf;t assigning to even n ^in^ie emnpvficui ppvflm of a Burin- 
jam any oilier date than that on whieli It had been actual ly gran led, and 
his attention was still fnrtUer dirreted in the lattec [langraph (the loth) 
to this iinporlant point in ihe following terms :—- 

“Under the eolumn headed ' die mark s,^ clear and detailed informa* 
tion should la each case be given in regard to ilie proofs which exist 
of the Burinjam having been granted to the family of the holder from 
the date alleged. In all casos in which you are not perfectly satis¬ 
fied of the correctness of the alleged date of grant, you are requested 
to stale your reasons for entertaining such doubt.” 

19. Mr. Brownes revised lists were submitted to (lovernment on the 
36th October 1847, and in them PurusliTam Kajeh Bhoslay’a Burinjam 
was entered, as shown on the next page, as No. 50 of Class I. 
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15. Finding lliis SuTlnjain to have been erroneously shown as grant¬ 
ed prior to a. d. 1751 in both the lists of 1844 and In those of 1947, I 
submitted, under the instmetiona noted in paragraph 4 of the Chief 
Secretary's letter No. 4175 of the 24th September 1952, a report, No. 
114 of the 7th March 1853, which is below transcribed:—^ 

**t have the honour, under the instiuctiona contained In paragraph 
4 of the Secretary's letter No. 4175 of the 24lh September 1&52, to 
report on the Surinjaiti numbered 50 of Class f. in the revised listn, 
subtniUeU to Government under date the 26lb October 1347, by the 
Agent for Sirdars, Mr, Brown. 

‘^2. Tfiis holding was entered In the Hat of Stirinjams reenm'^ 
mended to be declared hereditary, on the grounds of its having 
existed previous to the year a, d. 1751, and, thui) dei^ignated, it was 
jncluded in the general sanction conveyed in the Honoiabic Court of 
Dircelors' despatch No. 15 dated 22nd May 1849, paragraphs 2 to 12. 

*‘3. But ihe evidence afforded by the records of the Peshwas* 
Government seems to mo clearly to prove that the Honorable Court 
have [massed this derision on erroneous lurormatlon, Inasmuch as 
ncLiher the Surlnjatn in ipicstion, nor any other SuTinjam in lieu of, 
or In commutation for wJiich the present one was granted, were held 
previous to a, p. 1751, or foT tw^Miy-six ^cot'.v afittwnTih, 

*^4. Mr. EIphini*Tone's list of Jaghecra, transmitted to the Govern¬ 
ment of India on ibc 25lh October 1819, shows this Surinjam to have 
been held for fort^-om years. This agrees with the date of original 
grant as now ascertained,—*. a. i>. 1777-78,—supposing Mr. Elphiu^ 
stone to have caleuiated up to a. u. 1819, the year in whicli his lists 
wore framed. 

“5. By a Sunud the registry of which is forthcoming under date 
llic 13th Rumman, Snman ^ubain Mya wn IJlluf (a. n. 1777-78), ihc 
Pesliwa granted to Trimbukjeu Rajch Bhoslay, r£ miw grants ami 
mU lit Hat or with rt^J^crca^c to antj prcvioits orte, the * llooaoor 
MamJeh' UmuU of the undermentioned two villages, valued at 
Rs. 2,023-5-0 

1. Mfjuje Vccliay, TaruF ilavailce, IVant Kurrnr. 

2. Mouje Borgaum, Turuf Sattara. 

6. In A. D. 1779-HO the above me nlioued grant was resumed, and in 
its stead, by a Sunud the regimry of which la forthcoming under dale 
the 9th Rubee-ool-Awul, Sutnaucen Mya wu Ulluf {a. n. 1779-80), 
the Jagheer, Babtec, and Burdeshmookee Umuls of the iinderxncn- 
lioncd two villages were granted to Trimbukjee Eajeh Bhoslay, at a 
valuation of Rs. 2,010 j— 

1 . Mouje Mcer/apoor, I’lirguna DanderphuL 

2. Mouje Bukterpour, Purguaa Koombaicc. 
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“7- This last SaniicJ did flat long continue in force; the village.'* 
were resumed In a. n. 1782-93^ und the following grant was made^ iho 
grotiiiJs flsi^jgnecl being tUit the villages previously granted had been 
found tin prod lie live- Tlio registry of this third Simiid is. forthcoming 
under dale the IJlth Knjnh, Siilag Snmaacen Afya wn Ulluf ( 4 ^ 
1782-8^1]} Find grants to Trimbuhjec Rajcli Bhofilay^ at a vatnaiion of 
Jls. 1,925,— 

1. The Jaghcer, Eabiee, and Mokassa Umuls of Mouje Bander- 

pbnl Khoord, Purgaiia DanderphuL 

2. The Jagheur and Bablec Uriitils of Monje Nhnbgauni Khoord, 

PviTgiina T)aiiderphtil. 

“ 8 , Tile Avord Huruijam is not used In any of the above Sounds ; 
'tn etirh^ Jiowevur, the grant Is dfSCTibcd in Uio J^asiie lernis, llic 
villages being spccHi^id as alienated (Doomaila) for the support oflhc 
family of the grantee (Koolnombaclie begioees, 

'*!L On referring to the jVfnratliec doeiiinenlsrecorded by ilio Agent 
JO tEiis cn.-^c, 1 have found notliing relating in any way to llie grant 
of any of the villages ftpccihed in my 5lh, fitli, and 7th paragrajihs, 
neitlier does the claimant appear to have made any statement of his 
ease, nor to have fumished any proof in lim shape ofSunnds—at least, 
nothing of the kind is forthcoming* 

“to. In the lists of Snrinjains framed by Afr* ATills, the original 
grant (entered in tiie lists a$ No. 48 of Class I.) to Trimbiikjec Kajeli 
Iflioslay ia slated to have been made in a. n. 177H,—the correct dale, 
and the one which agrees with Air* Elphinstonu’s list* 

fn Air. Warden’s lUts of ISII the JSiirinjam (entered in 
tlio lit?t ns No* 11 of Class T.) is staled to have been granted before 
A. D. 1751, and the column of remarks contains the following entry :— 
‘‘'The earliest actual grant recorded in the Buftur is dated 
A. D. I7b(i; but in this it is said liiat it existed in the time of the 
E^aitara Rajas.' 

“12k In Air* Brown’s revised lists of 1817, the entry of 1814, 
described in the last paragraph, is prcscrAcd itita*"t*^ 

“111* Under the circumstances above reported, this Surinjam, 
wliieli is shown by tlie revised lists to be of the estimated animal 
value of Rs. 1,497-5-3, should, apparently, have been, according to the 
Rules laid down by the Honorable Court, included in the class of 
Surinjams entitled lo continuance for two generations, and a inoicty 
of the net proceeds in money to the third, and should not have been 
entered as tin hereditary holding.” 

* This ipcipiircs coi'JMtctiQn, which hu hcco mailc in the parajfnipli of tUi« letter. 

tSifpicll) T, A* rnweuBj Ciptain* 

AsbiaUnit lnHiu Cfnamiadbaei* 
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20, Tli(? Inarn Commissioner, Mr, Hart, f^ubmlltcd my report to 
Oovemment with the following letter, No. 1929 of the 14tji April 
1853:— 

“I have the honour of submitting a letter, No, 111 (lated 7ih 
March 1853, from my Assistant, Captain Cowjjct, reporting urt the 
Siirinjain entered as No, 50 of Cla^s 1. in the revised yorinjam 

'^2. In the absence of Kyfeculs, &c, noticed in Captain Cowper^a 
Sth paragraph, it is impossible to tell whether it was from the fraud 
or eiireles!<ness of the servants of the Ageut^s establishment that the 
erroneous Informal Ion given in the liwt wais admitted into it^ hnt 
that earelc&sluiss Jind fiomething to do with its preparation is evident 
from the fact that in the column of the revised list which professes 
to give 31r. ]i^lphinskmc*s reasons for the grant, is found the following 
entry :— 

Class yillcdars, No, 11.— OraudfatliEir to the Raja of Sattara, 
To retain hi.s Jug beer land at Hyderabad ceded to the NI:;iam. 
J lerrditary/ 

“'This eairy, which is tif eoirrse nonsensr, 1 find to be made up of 
of Afr. J^llphiiistoiie’s ciilrics relnliag to distinct ca^es, one ihu 
Jaghecr of HhtJsbiy, the otiicr cmc of n ]ier?'oii named Kowrcc, No. 13 
the same class in Afr. bllpliiiistone*^ Hst. 

3. Wlietlier Coveniment decide on con I Inning llhoslay's Suriii- 
jam according lo ATr, Elplilnr^totic’s recomitiendulioii, or according to 
the rronoraldo t.’iiart’s reeutil Rulci'S, it is: Tiffhi i]mt they sliould do so 
with a knowledge of aelnal facts, 1 linvc, therefore, eonsidered it 
nceesHary to siihinit Capiain Cc»w|ier’s letter willilhe above observa- 
linu on a point not noticed by him.” 

31. 'The itrders of Covrruinent were reecived iu the Political Secre¬ 
tary's letter No. 3171 of the 17lh May below quoted :— 

“ f am directed by the Right ITonorabJe the Goveruor in Council to 
aekiiowlctlge tlie receipt of your letter No, lSl39dated the l lih ultimo, 
forwarding one from your Aaslstaril, Ciiptuin Cowper, reporting on the 
Wurinjam entered as No. 50 of Class 1. in tlic revised Surinjam list?, 
V^ou do not appear to have been aware, when addressing the 
ah{ivi: leller to fiovcrninent, llml Puriiiihram Rajeh Rlioslay, the lust 
licdder of the Rurinjnm in question, having died without leaving any 
male issue, orders were issued by Govurjimcut on the 9lfi March 1H53 
for the rcsumplion of the above grant. 

“3. In making This Intimation f am desired to forward to you copies 
of two letters from ihh dt^partirient to the Gollceior of Ahmednuggur 
and the Commisfiiotier at Snttara, the former dated the 0th March, 
No. 1008 of 1853, and the latter dated the 27th January, No. 413 of 
1853 . 
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**4. A ropy of yoai communication Kas been forwaided to the 

Agent for ^trdars in the Pcccauj in order that there may bo a record 

in hia olhce of the erroncoua nature of the information contained in 

the revised Surinjam lists of 1844 and 1947 relative to this grant.” 

22. The Inam Commissioner's report and my own were forwarded 
to Mr. Warden, who was requested in the Chief Secretary's letter 
No. 2173 of the ITth May last to aiford explanation relative to tlit^ 
altcralion of dates noticed by me. 

23. To this call llio Honorable Mr Warilcn, having meanwhile 
become a member of the Government of Uombay, has replied in a letter 
dated the 5lh Novcmbiir last, wlileh has been now referred for iny 
explanation. 

24. Tl 10 ITonorihlc Mr. Warden's 2nU paragraph defines the case 
under discussion as “that of Triinbakjec Rajch Bhoslay, graodfathcr 
of the Raja of Saltara, who was placed cm the throne by the British Co- 
vernment in a. d. 1918/' I would explain that Trimbnkjee's son, 
Shnhoo, had been adopted by the Raja of Sattara, and thus it was that 
Trhnhukjce’s grandson oeenpied the throne in 1819. 

20. The 3rd paragraph of the Honorable Mr. Warden’s letter de- 
scribc#(,lhe village of Bhertasgaum as having been on the noccsslon of the 
IJrltisli Uovernincnt found nlicnalod (o Trltnbukjec Rajeb BJioslay; but 
this seems to me an incorrect description of the state in which the vil¬ 
lage was found, as the Honorable Mr. Warden in the same paragraph 
has explained that it (ShcTusgaum) bad been placed under “a Judicial 
attachinenl” seventeen years before the war with the Peshwn broke out, 
and that ihc British conquest llic judicial attachment had not been 
raised” (coiieluiling portion t^f paragraph 7 of the Honorable Mr. 
Wardon's letter). 

2G. Under these ciicumstancrs I should describe the village as one 
which fttifl been alienated, but which, having been placed under attach¬ 
ment many years before the Peshwa's fall, was found by the BrJtiafi 
authorities ^ot alienr^tod, but in the hands of the Government, and 
managed by Government officers. 

27. The Honorable Mr. Warden has described the attachment of 
ShcTusgauiTi as a '^judicial" one; 1 am not aware that the attachments* 
»nadc during the reign of the last Peshwa, Bajoe Rao, admit of such a 
disLinotion ns this being drawn; but however this may bo, I would 
partictilarly solicit attention to the fact that Mr. ElpKitistone did not even 
make the attempt; he laid down aa a general rule—“ No Jaghcer not 
aciually enjoyed up to the war to be restored, unless specially directed 
so to be” (see paragraph 3 of ihU letter); and ho still more expllcjily 
explained it to be his intention to allow no inquiry Into the why or tha 
wherefore of Ulo bla(c of things which existed when the war with the 
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i^esliwa broke out, wlien lie Jorormcd all tiia subordinal^a—“Norigliiof 
pos^f^aaion ia ever intended to bo recognised that wa!^ not in forco at the 
breaking out of the prei»cnt war»*’ (See paragraph 4 of thislcttofO 
^3. In my report No 493 of the 19th October laat, T had occasion 
to refer to a very striking illustraiioii of the working of Mr. Klphiii* 
ntonc*s orders on this subject; a portion of the remarks J then offered 
exactly meet the present case, and arc below tratisetibcd 

“ ft. 1 have thought it necessary thus i^peclally lo allude to the 
village of Jowkerreh, which Mr. KIphinsionc did not restore, bc- 
cauFie ihe case is one proving, it appears lo me, beyond doubt, that 
neither the Peshwa’s tUlo, nor the Peshwa's acH nor anything else, 
were held to confer a right lo the restoration of that which was not 
* actually enjoyed up to ihc war.’ 

“ tin Tt requires no great search to discover a motive for this 
arrangement, which was not more simple limn equitable. Tlic lute 
luler:* and magnates of the conquered country, whatever they might 
expect from the generosity of llic vif^lors, could n<jt suppose that the 
Hriiish Government wovdd place iheni iti possession of that which 
they did nut hold whan Ilje war broke out; while, on the other hand, 
Mr. ElpliJUfitonc must have known the pre-existing state of affairs too 
well iiul to be aware that to attempt an inquiry into tlie acts of the 
Peshwas Government, or inln flic acts of others which that Govern¬ 
ment tolerated, would have bi'cn a simple impossibility J and it is 
not, therefore, dillicnU to understand why be should have based his 
arrangements on a broad rule w'hieli was jus] in principle, intelLlgiblc 
to the pco]>lc, and easily curried out in [irudicc.*' 

39. Government wili perceive, then, that 1 have considered Mr, 
Hlphinstonc^a orders as conclusive, and that.I have, in consequence, not 
hitherto atlcmplod to ascertain or to discuss the drciimslaticca under 
which the Peahwas' allachnicnls were made; F have looked merely to 
the condition of the holding at tho introduction of the Jlritish Govern¬ 
ment, supposing this to have licen the only jmitit which Mr. Elphinstonc 
deemed it necessary to ascertain, the only point which was allowed to 
luQucnce his doeision, and the ojt/y point, therefore, which il can now 
he necessary fo refer to. 

30. With this explanation I proceed to afTord all the information 1 
have been able to obtain, due Ida Lory of the cir^^umstanccs which Inter¬ 
vened between the attachment of the village of Sherusgaum in 1799-1800, 
and its being found in the haud^? of ihe late Peshwa's managers at the 
introduction of the British rule. 

31. The Sun lid ordering the attachment of Shernsgaurn directed 
that it should be farmed out ''Mill the sum of Rs. 6,000 should have been 

realized from it, to rcuttbur^c two pert^^ous (to unc of whom the (arm 
4e 
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was aesif^ned) Avho bad advanced Rs. CfOOO for the payment and dis- 
change of pome trrcgular soldiery who held iwo mc^nbers of lliti family 
in confinement at the instance of two others, there being at that tirao 
a fend Jn the fninlly, to adjust which the Government interfered,’^ (See 
parEigrt]|ili 7 of the Honorable Mr* Warden^a letter.) 

Snell wa^ iho on^f/itif ilic nttnehuicnt; the ci reruns lances which 
folknved it, and lasted till the end of llie Peshwas* role, arc thus de* 
scribed in the paragraph of the Honorable Mr, Warden^s letter {the 7th) 
from which I have just ijnoted I— 

Ilow long the village remained with this farmer is not known 5 
but as the Pnrguoa Newassoh, in which it is situated, had gone greatly 
lo waslc for eomo years, it improbable that the interval between a* ij* 
IROO and a* u. 1H17 did not siilfiee to dischaTgo the debt with which 
ilwas burdened , or the proeecdj;^ as in other cases, were possibly * cm- 
benKlcd’ by the public officers in the anarchy that immediately pre- 
ccdeil the British eonquesl \ but be that fii^ii may, lE so befell Lhat at 
the Hritisli conijiiest the jndieiul uLlaehmoiit had not been ra*iwed.” 

T am not aw.arc on what authority tliis staiement lias been made, but 
I must explain that it is not borne out hy the Peahwaa^ records, and 
that 1 pointed this out as clearly as 1 could, in iny letter of Ihc 21 st 
IScplrmber last, No* d-15, a copy of whicli the Honorable Mr* Warden 
has siibmitled lo Govcfnmenl* In ikat letter (paragrapha 5 to 12 ) I 
jitated that in 18OS-00 Slieriisgaum w'ns regularly incorporated with the 
(Toveriimcnt villages in the distriel; that it thus remained up to the war in 
1817 ; that during this period i7tf vuirt: rratizf^Al by Govtirntmnti 

and not by the person lor tin: payment of a sum due to wliorn it had 
been originally uinudird ; and lastly, that at the commencement of the very 
year at the dose of which the Pewhwaij’ rule terminated, it was farmed, 
with the rest of the district, ou nreomtt of The following are 

tlic parugraplis of iny letter in which this infortnaiion was afforded;—■ 

“fi. In A. o. I SOD-10 ShcniHgauin had been incorporated with the 
Government villagt s in the <lislrici (Newassch), and this is the first 
year foir which accounts showing the realizations of its revenue are 
forthcoming. Rs. 15 arc shown as the; amonnl realized and credited 
to Government under the head of ‘Revenue of resumed villages.’ 
From the smallness of this amount it seems probable that Sherus- 
gaum remained deserted up to a. n, l808-0£>* 

*^G* Jn A. i>. 1911-12 the ^mouni realized from Shemsgaum ia not 
ascertainable^ bat (hat revenue roas realized, and by Govemvtentf is 
shown by an account of management of the Mokassa* Uniul of the 
dislrictj, m which document the following entry found :—‘Shcrus- 

* ** The Mnkaiu Utmil <of the lUvtrlct liad been tiLwikys icpwiitely m&apgcd uiQ accounted 
for to Gofcrnimcnt." 
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gantn has now been reaninud, but the Oovernmont manager will not 
pay tho sliapii of its revenue.’ 

“7. For A. n. 1812-13 an account of the nutiiro specified in the last 
paragraph is forthcoming} and contains a simitar entry. 

“9. In A. D. 1912-13 it is cerlalU} howevcTi that ihc revenue of 
ShcrusgauTn was reaUzed by the GovGrumRiit manager of the district} 
as in a subsequent uccoimt of managemeut of hU for a. p, 1814-l&t 
the outstanding balance of a. ik 1912-13, amounting to Ra. 5-3-3, 
shown to have been realized and credited to GovernmeuL 

“ 3, For A. D. 1913-14 no account is forilmoTning} but it is equally 
certain that In this year Government realized the revenue of ShcrtiS' 
gaom, as in the account for a. d* 191 I-15f referred to iu the last 
paragraph} the outstanding balance for a. 1913*14} amounting to 
lia. 2o, is shown to have been realized and credited to Government- 

“ If). For A. D. the account of marjagcinent referred lo in 

the J-ast two paragrapiis is forth coming, but as the umonut ruialized 
throug]]out the district is shown only in the aggregate, the suni 
which Blieiui^gaum paid cannot be aBCeTlaiuec], 

11* For A. u* iBlo-lfi, no account showing rhe realizations of I be 
village or district is forthcoming- 

“ 12. Accioiinls of the management of the Peshwa’a officers for 
A- u. 1817-lH cannot} of coursc} be ferlhcoraiiig, ns before that year 
terminated llrhii^b rule had been introduced ; but the records contain 
an account showing (he amount for which Hajec Kao fanned the dis- 
irirt at the comincjicciuout of the year* This doeuincut does not 
specify lim amount at which each village was farmed, hut that Shcru:^- 
gaum was one of them is proved by a detailed memorandum drawn 
up at the same time, and showing in detail the villages deducted us 
alienated, Sherusgaum ^^o^ being onuoftbeiu ” 

33. t^iircly I can scarcely be wrong in considering this conclusive 

proof that at the British conquest not only hud the attachment not Imcn 
raised, but that the village had been covtp/fitef^ and taken posses* 

sion of Irjf and o^ account of the Oovcnijntint. 

34. 'J'tic 9th paragraph of the HouorFiblc Mr. Warden’s letter is 
given bedow entire- It explains the Honorable Mr. Warden’s reasons 
for believing the entry in the lists of 1917, based upon that in the lists 
of 1644, to be “ strictly correct,” and it is, therefore, necessary for me to 
state, us clearly and succinctly as possible, the grounds upon which T 
arrived at a difi'erout opinion i — 

« 9. It is stated in the * Remarks’ in my Suriujam list, as respects 
this grant-***' The earliest actual grant recorded in the Duftur is dated 
A. n* I71V0: but iu thisU is said that tl existed in the time of the Sat* 

r p 

tara Eajas.’ 
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‘^This appRnrs ici ruJait: to sliare^ of the revcnciR of Lho vitfugR of 
GhargaiiTTif wliiRh wiia rclcaficd from auaoliment in a, d. 1700 by a 
Sunud, copy and tranalatitm of the TCglalry of which are annexed and 
marlEcd C. This Sunudt taken in conjunction with the contents of 
that marked A and llio fact of the grantee being a member of the houHo 
of Sattara^ leaves it beyond debate that the grant was a Sattara grant; 
and as the Honorable the Court of Din'Ctor^, in paragraph U of their 
despatch dated October 26th, 1^42, directed that all Jaghcora wliich 
bear dates anterioT to a. n. 1751, together with those which are 
known (as this was certainly known) to bo ancient, should bo 
hereditary In tlic fullest i^ense of the word, there ia no doubt that 
Mr. Brown’^s decisiem, based on my remark, is strictly correct, and 
that if the grantee hud preferred to take the waste viliago of Sberus- 
gaum, which formed part of his ancient Jitgliccr, instead of the luore 
feriilo villager of Ninibguum and Dauder}>ht[l, of which the Peslisvii^s 
and British Surinjams were compL^sed, Mr, Klphinstonc would have 
gladly acceded to a request by wliieh iho British novernment would 
have profited/’ 

35. The entry in the lists of 1844 framed by the Agent, Mr. Warden 
(sec paragraph 16 of this letter), appears to me to have been cither incor¬ 
rect or incomplete in the following instances 

Isf,—No allusion was anywhere made to the alteration of the date 
of original grant, a. d. 1778 {sec paragraphsi H, 10, 11, 12, and 16 of 
this letter), assigned by Mr, Elphinstonc and preserved in the list^* 
of 1834 and 1840, although in other casc.a, where such alteration waw 
made, the requisite explunalion was affordnd. 

The only explanation afforded in the lists was the rcinark,— 

The earliest actual grant recorded in the Daflur is dated a. p. J766; 
but in this it is said lliat It existed in tire tiinc of the Sattura Bajus”; 
and thU would certainly be supposed to refer to the items entered 
in the lists and which it was i^ropnsed to continue, or !u more aneiciit 
holdings in commutation for whleli the items entered in the lists had 
been granted j but it referred to neither the one nor the other, but to a 
small share of the revenue of a village (Ghargaitm) W’hich had been 
resumed many year!* before the iutroductlou of the Briiish Govern* 
ment. (Seo paragraph 8 of the Honorable Mr. Warden's letter.) 

2rd .—The remark in the lists of 1844 just referred to was in itself 
incorrect, inasmuch as the Peshwas’ Duftur contained the record of 
& grant (Shcrusgaum) made as early as a* d, 1751-52. This record, 
however, would have been equally inap]>]icablc, referring as it did to 
& village which, also, had been resumed many years before the close 
of the Peshvvas^ rule. 

4fA*—It was nowhere stated, eithei in the lists or la the Agents 
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tmnHinittary that the two Itt^rns entered in the lists were new 

grants, made tong «/jfer a, d, 175L Had this teen shown, it would 
have become at once apparent that they did not fulfil ani^ one of the 
eondilionH required by the Honorable Court to confer an hereditary 
title. They were not grants made before a. n. 1701 ; they were not 
ancient grants; and they were not grants made in curntniitatioti for 
anything held before a. o. 1751. 

attempt appears to have been made to asoortain, as 
rroted by (jovernment, the date of original grant from Sunuds and 
other documents in the possession of the family to whom the 8uria- 
jam was granted* (Sec pnragragii 14 of this letter.) 

f>/A.—The Agent in his trunsmlttory letter had informed Govern- 

muiit,— 

** Wherever I have now found these docuineniH (the Poona Duf- 
tur) as tho motive of the grant, lliat thegranioc held a Surln- 

jam in liie time of the Kajas of Sutlara, 1 have altered the date of 
the ongirmJ grant, and placed it antciior to a* n. 1751.^* 

J!utiti the present cane the doeumentf^ making the grant of the hold¬ 
ings entered in the li*sta assigned no rtiieh motive. (See jiaragraph 19 
of this letter, and paragraphs 5 to 7 of the report Ihercin quoted.) 

7th ,— It would apjieur that the date of grant<d thcSnrinJaini which 
Mr. Klphinsloiie coniinued, and which was the one eniered in the 
lislii of JB14, wafj not a^icertained from either the Poona Daftur or 
from any otlmr source (see paragraph 9 of the report quoted in para¬ 
graph 19 of ThU letter); at least, such seems llie inference to be drawn 
from the fact of there not being a single Murnlliec document relating 
in any way whatever to this Surinjam to bo found amongst the 
papers recorded in the case. 

—III other cases (Nos. and 40 of Class I.) where ilio uncient 
date of original grant of a portion of the Surinjatn held funn the Bri¬ 
tish Covcrninunt had been assigned Ui iJic rest of the holding which 
was not ancient, the fact was clearly stated ; whereas, zu the present 
case, not only was sncli information not afforded, hut the date of ori¬ 
ginal grant of that which had never been Jicid at all from the British 
Government, nor for many years previous to its introduction, wag 
assigned to a Surinjam which was neither azi ancient Jmlding nor yet 
a grant made in commutation for any ancient holding, but a new 
grant of A. d. 1778,-"the dale as^igacd to it by Mr. Hlphlnstone. 

36. The apparent errors and omissions in the lists of 1844, which 
hare been specified in the last paragraph, and the most serious of which 
had been specially jfoinied out to Mr. Brown by the Governznent (see 
paragraph 17 of ihia letter), remained uncorrerAed in (he lists of 1847, 
which aeetn to have been addiiiomtlfy defective as shown below. 
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Is/.-^The age of the Surinjamdar had been entered in 1844 as 
Bixiy'-scven years, and no alteralLoti was made in the list prepared three 
years afterwards^ This appears to have boen the case with regard to 
nearly every entry in the revised lists, 

2#*^/,—Mr* Elphinstone's reocinmendation was incorreelly entered : 
not only were two scparite entries in Air. l^lphinstune's lists entcrec) 
as one, but a word—** not to be found in either of the two origiriftl 

entries, was n-rf/f&Z, to endeavour to connect the two sentences* (See 
paragraphs 8, 18, 53, and 54 of this lelier.) 

8rrf.—The only explanation afforded in regard to the date of grant 
was a remark—“The earliest actual grant recorded in the Dnftur 
is dated Esunay Khumsain or a* d, 1751; but in this it is said that it 
existed in the time of the Snttara Rajas/* But the r^^cord of a. i>* 1751 
to which Air, Brown referred makes no such allusion or statement 
whatever* 

Aih .—The remark just referred to was the vnli/ cxplnnailon or 
authority under which a Surinjam granted nearly ihirff/ ifears sttbsc- 
io A. ii. 1751, and then granted not in commutation for jiny- 
1hing held previously, was entered in the revised lists as a grant made 
“ before a, o* 1751”; und this remark refer red to a village (Siuirusguurn) 
not held at the introduction of the BrltUli Government, not conlinucd 
by Air. Elphinstonc, and not, of oourKO, entered in the revised lists* It 
was not possible that Government could this to have taken 

place, when they had espceially desired Mr. Hrowii to assign to t:aeli. 
item composing a Burinjarn the actual date of grant of that item, and 
when they had still further enjoined attoulion to this point in the 
following terms;— 

“ Under the column headed * Remarks,* clear and detailed infor- 
malion should in each case be given in regard to i)ic [iroofs which 
exist of the Suritijam having been granted to the family of the 
holder from the date alleged. In all cases in which you arc not 
perfectly satisfied of the correctucss of the alleged date of grant, you 
arc requested to state your reasons for entertaining such doubt.” 

57* Sucti were the circumstances under which I reported (see those 
stated in the two p'^ceeding paragraphs^35 and 3C) on the 7lh March 
last, that PuTushram Rajeh B1ioslay*s Surinjam appeared to have been 
incorrectly entered in the revised lists, and these facts do not appear 
to be in any way afiectcil by the Honorable Mr, Warden’s letter. 

38* It is proper that I should advert to some of the more important 
cases in which the rale so emphatically reiterated for Mr* Brown's 
guidance hem atUd upon. (See paragraph 17 of this letter.) 

3D* The Sarinjam of the Rastia family, consisting of thirty-nine viU 
luges, of the annual value of Es* G^,212-14*3> and the bulk of which 
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IjaJ been granted in a* 17C3, was entered (No, 3 of Olaas L) in the 
listaef 1844 as a gmnt made before a.d, 1751 ^because two Tillages^ of the 
annual value of about Ra, 1,200, had been granted at this early date. 
Government, however^ speeibcaliy notJeed thia error (ace paragraphs 7 
and S of Chief SccretaTy^s letter in tfic Political Department, No, 1896 
of thu 0th May 1S46), and the correction wmmadv in the revised lists, 

40. The other case which I ahall hero notice is that of the Vinchoor 
Chief, whose ^iirinjam was valued (No. 6 of Class HI.) in the revised 
lists at Rs. 63,430, only a very small profiortion of it having been, 
however, granted prior to a, ij* 1761. Such being the case, the Honor¬ 
able Court and the Government have decided (see paragraph 6 of Houor^ 
abhi Clonrrs despateli of the 4th February 1852, No, 10) that the early 
dale of grant of this pmall portion can convey no hereditary title to the 
liirge rcTmainder gran led after a. n. 1751. 

41. It IS worthy of remark tlmt in the ease of both these Chiefs, and 
ill utfier eases whieli I have not tlioughl it necessary to specify, the 
^’mrdl portion of the f^urmjam, iii consideration (dtfie antiquity of which 
it was erroiieoiiHly proposed to continae on hereditary tenure the largo 
vomiiinder of modern date, consisted of villages held from the British 
Government, and not, as in the case now reported on, of villages or 
porlloiiH of villagop never thus held at all, but lost years before the 
lenulnation of the Peshwas’' rule. 

42. I liuve iiowj t belie VC, staled the case completely, in so far as 
tlie correctness or otherwise of the entries in the lists of 1844 and 1847 
is concerned, but the remaining paragraphs of the Honorable Mr, 
Waidcirs letter, which impugn the completeness of my report of the 7lh 
Alarch last, rcinaln to be noticed. 

4-J. Thu lIonoTabie Mr. Warden in his llih paragraph states 

It will be observed that Captain Cowper, in tiis letter of the 7tli 
of March last, wliieh was submitted to Government with that of Mr. 
Hart <[ated the I4th of April, never once mcniions the grants of tho 
villages Oif Shornsgaiim and Gbargauni, from iho uvidonce derived 
from which the Surinjaui found its way into Class I,, butt, on the 
Contrary, states (paragraph 3)—neither tlie Surinjam in question, nor 
any other Surinjam in lieu of, or in commutation for which the pre¬ 
sent one was granted, were hold picvioue to a. n. 1751,** 

With reference to this I would explain,— 

l.vf.—That f did not refer to either fjhcrusgaum or to GhargaUm 
bfcttu^c r found, after a careful inquiry, that both had been resumed 
long before the fall of the Peshwa ; that nothing had been granted in 
commutation for thorn; that Mr Elphinstonc had neither continaed 
nor alluded to them; and that, consequently, they had, under the 
orders upon which the lists of 1844 and 1847 were prepared, nothing 
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whatever to do with the Sarinjam cortliDacd by, and Freld from the 
British Qovernmant, 

2nd .— That the grant of Bhernsganm record&d in a * d . t7^1-52 
coiilcl not, apparently, have been the evidence derived from wliicK the 
Siirinjam granted in a . n^ 177Ei ^tind its way Into Class of the lists 
of 1844; for in ihosc listfl it was distinctly staled—“The earliest 
aclnal grant recorded in ibc Diiflur f(? dftfed A, D. 1760* ; but in this it 
is said that it existed in the lime of the Saitara Rajas.” 

44> The conclasion drawn nt the end of the aumc (the lUli) para* 
gra]ih of the Honorable Mr* Wardens letter is tlios expressed :—“ It 
follows, there fore, that al though the grants by the Pealiwa were not in 
lieu of, or in commutation for others, they were held in conjunction with 
ancient grants, and which was not bronglit to notice.” With mendy 
the orders of the Honorabtc Court nnd those of the (jovernment to 
guide me (sea paragraphs 13, 14, and 17 of tliis letter), I should nndoiibU 
cdly have arrived at the conclusion that modern grants, hcldl rifitjuitc- 
fion wi/A” ancient ones, were, nevertheless, to be considered and iroated 
as modern, but 1 eonld be at no loss to dcteririine this with the remark¬ 
able illasirations on record to which I have referred in paragraphs 3S 
to 41 of this letter. Such being the case, I should not have referred to 
ShcTuagaum and Ghargaum, even if (hey had been at the introduction o( 
British rule held in conjunction with theSnrinjam granted in a, n. I77t', 
but 1 have explained that they were not thus held. (See paragraph 3^5 of 
this letter.) 

45. 3’hc I2lh paragraph of the Honorable Mr. Warden s letter ob¬ 
jects to my having deserihed the village of fiherusgaum as one ivliieh 
was resumed in a . n. l7il9*lS00, and substitutes for “ resumed” the 
words “a judicial attachment/' f am not aware that the substitution 
would have affected the ease as rcj>ortod by me in the slightest degree,— 

—Because, for the reasons explained in paragraphs 27 to 2D of 
this letter, all that I looked to was wbetlier the village, or anything 
granted in commutation for if, was held at the close of the Peshwas^ 
government and continued by Mr. Elphinstone not. 

^jtd .—Because the village had been, as f have hereinbefore cx« 
plained (sec paragraphs 32 and 33 of this letter}, completely and 
finally resumed long before the close of the Peshwae’ rule; and T 
would further solicit attentLon to the entry in Mr, Elphinstonc's list 
(sec paragraph 8 of this letter), which shows that in alluding to this 
village he described it, as I have done, to be one which bad been 
resumed by Bajee Rao.” 

46. The next (the 13ih) paragraph of the Honorable Mr* Warden's 


UaiKittd by Captain Uawper. 
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Idler refers (o my having omitted to point out, when affording him 
some required information, that although the Saniid granting Shema- 
gaum did not specify the tenure, the Sunnd resuming it did so, I cer^ 
lainly did not speeiaUy point out this latter fact, but / furnished a 
coptf of iAe document which contained it (see paragraph 6 of Captain 
Cowper^s Idler No^ 411 of ihe 37tli August last), and it did not occur 
to me to do more, because the nature of the tenure had not been previ* 
ousjy questioned, nor did 1 then question it. It must have been either 
Inam or Surinjam, and the Itusi favourable position in which it could 
be placed was that in which I found and left it. Had there been any 
reason to suppose the tenure an Inam one, I should assuredly never 
intimlJanally have orniited to draw aUentioh to the fact, 

47. The 14ill and I5lh paragraphs of the HonoTahlc Mr, Warden^s 
letter are below transcribed :— 

** 14. Again, Captain Cowper lells Mr. Hart (paragraphs) (hattwo 
villagiss, Vechay and Rorgaum, were granted as a new ^rantf ami 
K{fi in Heu off or in reference to anfj previous oftc, in a, n. 1777-78, 

"15* The words in Ualic:A were italirificd by Captain Cowper 
himseif, and llic object of tiiis emphasis was, I presttmo, to impress 
on (he Covernment that IJhoslay’s claim as a Surfnjamdar com- 
mcneed in a. n. ] 777-73 j the fact being, as it appears to me, that 
the grant of Sherosgaum and Ghargaum was at that very iitnc in the 
possession of the SiiTinjarrulnr and his family, and held, according to 
Captain Cowper^s own subsequent showing, one from before a, n. 
l7at-52 to the Hrilish conquest, or, even acording to Captain Cowper 
lilmseir, till A* D. IBOO, when it was temporarily attached in cousc-^ 
quctiee of the family feud 5 and the odier certainly in a, n. 1752-53^, 
and perhaps as early as a. u, 1747-48,—(Captain Cowper, paragraphs 
2 and 8 , August 27th, 1853),’* 

If I correctly understood the above, (he Honorable Mr, Warden lays 
down, that because Bhoslay once held something granted before a, p, 
1751, but lost before the close of the Peshwaa* rule, therefore the Surln* 
jam found in the posf^e^sion of his descendant at the introduction of the 
British Government is, akbough granted long after a* d. 1751, and not 
in commutation for, or with reference to anything held previously, 
properly coutinuable on hereditary tenure, 

48* Hot the Government and the Honorable Court have already de¬ 
cided, not only in general but also in distinct and spccifie terms, to the 
couirary ; and they have gone further,—they have decided that such 
ancient grants, even if held at Ihc introduction of the British Govern* 
incnt {boo paragraphs 17,38,39,40, and 41 of this letter),—those to which 
the Honorable Mr. Warden has referred were not thus held—can give 
no heredlLary lille to other and modero grants made to the same family. 
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d9. The ITotiorablc Mt. ’Warden, in hiA Ifitli pamg^raph, ha^^advcrlcd 
to ihti faei of my report of the 7th March last having principally con- 
aiatedt of an acflonnt of villager, the grant of which was totally iirclevant 
(tlic Honorable Mr* Warden thinks^) to the tiaeaLion—tho data of the 
(irigtnal Snrinjiiin, which waa before the Agent for Sirdara when the 
^Horinjam lifts were framed. But this wa^t the very point which in my 
report I endeavoured to lay before (rovernment (see paragraphs 3, 5, 
and lil of the report tpioted in paragraph H of this loiter), bccaase it 
was the onh/ point on which it seemed to me that any real question 
could be raised, or on whirh error appeared to have been cominittcd* 
tjO* The objeel of my report of the 7tli March last may be described 
in a few words. The Surinjam Ihutf^ wore framfd under orders which 
explicitly declared (aeo paragraphs 13 and 14 of this letter) that Surinjanis 
bearing dates prior to a, u, 17/j 1 ; or bearing no precise dates, hot known 
to have been granted before that year; or granted in eommnlattou for 
any Hurtnjam held before that year j should be oonmclercd cutitfed to 
licrcdhaty continuance f and it was furLlier laid down (see paragrapEi 
17 of tfiis letter) that rnrh jn^riiou of a Snrinjnm continued by the 
Honorable Mr* bilpbin^tone must fulfil the above condiLions to be enti¬ 
tled U> the ccjii.’iiJf.'ratioo,—7, tt. hereditary cootinuance conceded io anti¬ 
quity of grant; but I found the Suniijarn of Purushrajo Rajeli Bhos^lay 
composed of shares of the revenue of t\vi> villages (Danderphul ami 
Nimbgaum) which had been continued by Mr. Hlphinstone as a grant 
of A* n. 1779, mid erroneously cnlered in the lisli< of 184 4 and 1947 as 
granted br/nrn a, n. 1701; the fact, which I at once broiigltt to notice, 
being that neither the Sm-injam in i[neHlkni, nor any otlier SSnrlujatii 
in lieu of, nor in commntutiun for ^vhieh tho pmt^oiit one wu$ grunted, 
were held previous to a. o, 17ol, or for Iwctdf/^stx years ftfierreards*^* 

5L 7'his brings me to tlic eiose of the objections which have occtir-' 
red to the Honorable IMr. Warden, mid, having aTorded all the expla¬ 
nation in my power, 1 oan onty express a hope that I may bo round 
not to have oiiiillcd, in the first Jnslaiicc, anything material to the sub¬ 
ject-matter of my report* Tt has cciriainly been my endeavour not to do 
so, and I have conceived it to be equally my duly to carefully abstain 
from cncimibering reports necessarily voluminous with auy irrelevant 
matter* 

G3, Government have not called for my explanation regarding a 
remark made in Mr. Hart's Idler, submitting my report of the 7lb 
March last, and to which remark the Honorable *Mr. Warden lias allud¬ 
ed in hi^ 17th paragrajjh in the folio wing terms:— 

“ 17* Mr. Han’s kdUjr handing up Captain Cowper'a consists 
only of the notice of a clerical error in Mr* Brownes lists made Jii 
the transcript of Mr. Elpbiiistimo’s note, to which note has heen 
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joined tlic note on tho ca^e i in mediately following it. I should 
have ex^jccled from Mr. Hart, instead of talking of the ^nonsense* 
written (as if a clerical error did not generally convert sense into 
nonsense} and of * carelessness^* he would have pointed out,—«-what he 
can hardly have failed to observe,^!Iiat in the process of binding Mr* 
Elpliinstoiie'^ Surin jam list, part of the notes was bound in as to 
g’tiie ihe tiijo notes Iha appearance of being- otiG ;^lhc error of the clerk 
IS so obvious as io have been beneath notice.'* 

But Mr. Harl’a remark was made under ciieumstances which cd.n 
only bo disclosed by an inspection of Mr. Elphinstone’s drsift list of 
Jaglioers, which la in rny charge* These circumstaneps do not appear 
lo inii to admit of the construction which the Honorable Mt. Warden 
lias placed upon them, and it seems, therefore, my duty to submit them 
for considcratJOLi. 

53. Adoplbig the Honorable Mr. Warden’s opinion that “in ihe 
profjefes of binding Mr. EI|ihin>^ronc’s Snrinjairi list, part of the notes 
was bound in no os to gire the two ifote!^ the appeaTfinrc of being otrrf* 
llierc Klill can be nothing to aecoiiiiLfor (he faetof the word “at*’ having 
been f-iff.tfcd (see paragraphs 8, 15, and 3fi of this Idler). 

51. But the juocess of binding Mr. El|jbinsUjne*s draft list, which is 
iho one referred to, does not seem lo me to have destroyed tho original 
appearance an<l pnsilLoii of these two ciilrlcs, which arc below tranaeribed 
us they now ^taiid, the pencil lines never having been rubbed 
onl, and the two sheds being joined or hound together at BB :— 
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55. I have felt myself especially called upon (o submit this explana- 
lion, because, if my memory serves me, Mr« Hurt had not Mr. Elphin- 
stoue*a draft liat with him, ojr witiiui his reach, when he wrote his 
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traDsmittory report* but 1 had it at hand] and! was furnished at once by 
Mr* Hart with a copy of his letter* I, therefore, waa in a position to 
point ont anything in the draft list at all incompatible with* or required 
to complete Mr, Hart’s statement; but nothing of the sort occurred to me, 
and 1 would here add that the toholc of Mr* Elpbinstone’s draft list is 
bound precisely in the same id ay as the ttDo leaves pn which this entry 
stamls* 

6li* I beg to correct an error in the I2lh paragraph of my report of tho 
7th March last, in which, instead of stating lliat the remark made in the 
lists of 1844 remained intact In the revised list of 1847, I should have 
said that in the latter the date was altered from a. d* 1760 to a. d. 1751* 
This alteration docs not, however, seem materially to affect or alter the 
case as originally submitted by me, and it has been adverted to in its 
proper place in this letter. (Marginal note now added to paragraph 12 
of re|>orl quoted m Ihe I9tb paragraph of this letter.) 

I have the honour to be, &c* 

(Signed) T* A- Cowpi-m, Captain, 

Assistant fnatn Cominisdoner. 


No. 2%C* 


Political Departmewt, 


From C. J* Manson, Esq*, 

Inam Commissioner, 

To A. Malet, Esq., 

Chief Serretary to Ooveinment, Bombay* 

DatciJ Belg’anni DisirtetSf Keroor^ 2nfl February 1854. 

Sift,—I baX'c the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
No. 54G8 dated 20th December last, desiring me to call upon my 
Asf^lstaul, Captain Cowjjcr, to submit any remarks ho may have to offer 
on an accompanying communication from the llonorable Mr. Warden, 
dated 5tb November 1953, in respect to entry No. 50 in Class 1. of the 
revised Surinjam lists of 1647, 

2. Captain Cowper was without delay furnished with ail the papers 
in the case, and his reply, No* 31 dated 18tU January 1854, herewith 
submitted, which i* very clearly drawn up, appears to me to afford a 
complete refutation of the Honorable Mr. Warden’s objections. The 
conclusion, therefore, at which I must arrive is, that Captain Cowper^s 
brat letter, bringing to light the erroneous entry in the lists, is in no way 
affected by the Honorable Mr. Warden^ explanation. 

3, I beg to return the Honorable Mr* Warden’s letter and its accom- 
paDimcnts, received with your letter under reply* 


1 have the honour to be, &c* 

(Signed) C. J, Mawsopj, Inam Comminsioncr. 
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No* 523 OF 3864. 


From Captain T* A* CowpEnj 

Inam CommiaFioncrf 


Potmen I# DEPAftTMBifT, 


To IL L* ApfD&nsDN, 

Scoratary to Government, Bombay. 


Dated Poonoj 7/7* October 1854. 


Sm,—"With rcfcrenco 1o tbo previous reports of mine which arc 
PnrR^plu 2,'jto 2t> of enumerated in the margin, I have the honour to 

submit, for the conBideration of Government, the 
following transcript of one dated the 30th July 
1844, from the Ag^nt for SirdarF, Mr. Warden^ 
on a claim preferred by Rughoonnth Rao Nim- 
bajee to hold in Inam certain Umufs of the 
village of Riijapoor, in the Dmdorce Furgutna of 
the NaRStek Sub-Co I Loetorate, and which claim the 
Agent pronounced inadmissible on the prlnci^- 
plea which regulated the sctilcmcijt of the Deccan*”—i. c. non-possession 
at the breaking out of the war with the PesUwa:— 

“ The records of the Poona Duftur show that in a. n. 1802 the vil¬ 


Gnptflin CoivpcT t repart^ 
No. tjf thv t!^th Jiutu- 
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t]tc InHTn l^cjininiiiiiantir 
on the 2iiil Pisbrutu-y 
N<^ 29^5. 

11 fj to 120 of 
ilo. (In iln,^ No. tj.35 of 
tliA ^tOth November ]H53, 
subiiiilteil by the foam 
Cuminiiwir>n.er oit tbu 3rd 
Ikceinber No. 


lage of Bajapoor, Porguna Dindoree, with the exception of Surdesh- 
rnoobee and Mokassa, was granted to petitioner's father as Surin- 
jam ; that m a. u, 1S09 the Surdeshmookee and Mokas^a, as well 
ns the Babtce of the village, were granted to pctilloncfa father ns 
Inam by the Pnnt Prithee NLdhcc of Kurrnr; that in 1813 the Mo^p 
kassa was in the hands of the Government; and that on the accession 
of the British Government petitioner's father acknowledged that the 
three items of revenue mentioned had not been in his possession for 
five years, and, consequently, on the principles which regulated the 
seUlemcnt of the Deccan, that he had no right to them* 

Moreover, he only held them as Inam of the Prithee Nidhec, whose 
own tenure was no more than SurJnjam, and who, consequently, was 
not authorised to alienate tliem as Inam. 


I have the honour to be, Ate* 

(Signed) T. A. CowpEa, Captain, 

Inam Cotnnilssioner. 
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POMTIOAL DEPAnTMRNT. 

Frovn JL L. AsnEHSON, E?q., 

Secretary lo GoTcrnmciiti iJoiTibay* 

Captain T. A. Cmvi^KR, 

Special Coraniissioner, in charge Alienation DopartmciiL 

Dalcf! the 20iA Mai; 1956* 

SiK,—liefomni^ to Mr. Manfioifs letter No. 2%G dated the 2nd Feb* 
ruary 1954^ tranamittiug tetnark^i ou a communication from the llonor- 
ublc Mr. Warden in Tcspcct to entry No. 50 in Class* I. of the revised 
Siirinjam lists of 3 817, I am directed to tran^tmit lo yon copy of a 
resolution passed thereon by the Right Honorable tlie Governor in 
Conneil under date the t)Ui instant, and In inform yon that the question 
involved in this corroi^ pond once will be siibiuitled for the deoli^ion 
uf the Ifonorablo tlio Court of Directora. 

I liave llie honour to be, 

(Signed) 11. I/* ANJiiiRsn^f, 

Bomhay Cftsifti^ 20/ft May 1856. Secretary to Goveriunont. 


Jiesobttloji hy the J^oard, dated 9th May 1866 * 

HESn»^vET>j**Tbc Burinjam of Pnrntilirain Ifajcli BhoEfLiy having lapsed 
from failure of heirs, it will only be neecHsary to forward the correspond- 
cnee to the Honorablo the Court of Directors ; but in taking lliia course, 
it is proper that the Right Ilonorable the Governor in Council should 
briefly notice the points at iaaae between Mr. Warden and Captain 
Cowper, in order that no incorrect precedent may be established. 

2* The Honorable Mr. Rlphinplonej by his settlement, continued two 
villages, Danderphul IChoord (the greuler) and Nimbgaum Xhoord, lo the 
descendant of Trimbukjee Eajeh Bhoslay, and lecommended that the 
po'-session, which haJ existed for forty-one years, should be heredUary, 
3* By the operation of tlio Itanorablc Courf-s order of 1842, the 
Burinjam would have been included in Class II*, as being granted since 
A. ij. 1751, unleas upon special groundsj approved by the Honorable 
Court, it had been retained in Class I. 

4. Mr Warden in his lists included it in Class I., on the ground 
that the earliest actual grant recorded in the Duftur was dated a* n* ] 766, 
but that in that grant it was stated that it existed in the time of the 



APPENDIX C* 


3d 

Raja!^.*' There were two proposilionJi involved iti tliia assertion,—litthe 
principle laid down by the Honorable Court, that a grant of a later date 
than 17151, if given in lieu of a grant of an earUer date than 1751, should 
be regarded as hereditary,—that is, should operate as a grant of the earlier 
daU;; 2^/, that if a portion of a Suriujam were granted before 1751, 
that 'would make hereditary those parts of the Surinjtvtn whiob were 

ranted after I75L The Jlrstof these propositions is eorrecl, the second 
jj? fjuite ineorreet, 

5* Mr, Brownes entry of this (Sarinjam was to the same eflcct as Mr. 
Warden^s, hut the dale of the earliest acLuat grant %vas stated to be not 
lim but 1751. 

G. Captain Cowper, when be submitted his report on this case, 
slated that the two villages had been granted in a* n. 1778, which 
agreed with Mr. lilphinslone's statcineni in 1819 that they had been 
held by Trimbukjee Hajeb Bhoslay’s family for forty-one years. lie 
also stated ihat the villages were not given in lien of any former grants 
of ivn earlier date than a, o, I75t, Theisc two statements arc admitted 
to be correct, althongii the entry of the Surinjam in Class I. has been 
defended on oilier grtninds. 

7. Mr, Warden's argument in support of the entry of the Snrinjam 
in f.^lnss tn iTiay be IliiiM brie fly plated. Besides the two villages con¬ 
tinued by ftfr. lilphinstiuie, the Surinjamdar possusjged a third vHJuge, 
Slicni!?gaiiin, at tbc aecnssioii ef llie British rule. A fourth village, 
dhargaiiuT, had also been foTiiicrly held by him, but resumed bcfoic the 
oonfiueBl; it lioes iiol, iberehire, ailect the diseiissicin, except so far as 
iliul having lioeti grEmlod before 1751, it wan held to bring the whole 
Siniiijain into f 'lass K The village of Slicrusgaiim, at the time of the 
eojiquesi, was found to have been under a judicial attachment’' stince 
A. i>. 180U, It liad not been politically and pcTiiianrntly confiscated, 
]ii;t merely placed under an attachinciil, and lianded over to a farmer, 
until a MXin of Rs. 0,000 had been ]mid by tbc Stitinjamdar. This vtl* 
Inge of Shernsgauin had been granted Fjy a Sunnd af a. ». 1751-52, and 
it w'as suggested lliat had the Surinjamdar preferred it, Mr. Eljiliin- 
stone would have given the village la him, instead of the fur more 
productive poi^sessiens of Danderphul and Nimbgaum* 

8. To this argument it has been objected by Captain Cowper that 
Mr. jRlphinstonc did not continue Shernsgaum for the simple reaftoa 
lliat SlicrTisgaum was not in the actual possession of the Suritijamdar at 
tlie breaking out of the war. “ No rig^ht of possession wof actualf^ 
in force was to be recognised, unless specially ordered so to be”—was 
Mr. Elphinstonc^a plain rule. It waa also contended by Captain 
Cowper that the village had been actually resumed, and its revenues 
brought into the Government accounts, before the breaking out of the 
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war, jUr. Wnrdon, m his rcjoimlcr, adhered to his view^ that Ihc 
dcciemn of Mr. Brown was ** strictly correct*” 

The Kight Honorahic the governor in Council ia of opinion, that 
had Puruahram Aajch Bhoatay left issue, it would have been a very 
proper case for reference to the Honorable Court whether, With reference 
to Trimbiikjce Aajoh^s canneetiou v^th Ihe royal family of Sattara, the 
old date of some off his possessions, and the fact that Mr. Elphinstonc 
had continued the bolding aa hcroditary, it might not, as a apccial case, 
be continued in Class 1* On the other hand, if the Rules were to be 
rigidly interpTCtcd, the Right Honorable the tjovernorin Council has no 
doubt whatever that ^Captain Cowperis and net Mr. Brown^a view waa 
“ strictly correct.” The two villages had no connection with Sherus- 
gaum; they were not given in ligu of Sherusgaum; they Avere a diaiinet 
holding from Sherusgaum* Mr. ELpliinstonc ‘never alluded to Slierus- 
gaum, which was not in the actual possession of Iho Sudnjamdar at^thc 
breaking out of the war. As to the distinction between |udicial attach¬ 
ments and political confiscations, the Right Honorable the Governor in 
Councji would remark that, tn practice, it will be found tliatlialfof the 
latter were the rcp'nlt of the former. The superior power did not always 
dliectly resume the grants which it had made ; a judicial aiiachmcnt 
(as Mr* Warden terms it), or some other pretext, readily alfordcd the 
means by which the end Was attained, and in the present instance iho 
village seems to have been fpr seventeen years in the hands of CJovern- 
ment. Laf^ily, the assumption that Mr* E! 1 pi i in stone would have given 
Sherusgaum, bad ihc Surlnjamdai preferred it, is, however ingenious, 
entirely gratuitous. 

10. The Right Honorable the Governor iu Council has omitted many 
minor facts and argumenta with which Captain Cowper's position is 
fortibed, because the question is not now whether the Burinjam shall or 
shall not be resumed. But the point on which it is emphatically neces¬ 
sary he should remark is this,^—lot it be conceded that Mr. Warden’s 
view, as now stated. iscorreDt—^lliat oiljccraiid Mr* Brown would still bo 
liable to censure for not having submitted the reasoning on which they 
arrived at the conclusion set forth in their lists for the con aide rat ion of 
Qovernmeiit. No human ingenuity or acumen could have surmised the 
alleged facts, which were not stated, but on which the ** strict correct¬ 
ness” of the entry is said to have been founded. Let all be couceded 
that Mr. Warden wishes—It is stiil obvious that several questions of 
principle must have been decided tacitly by the two Agents without 
Tcfotencc to Goverutnent, before that entry could be established* No 
subordinate officer has a right to submit concltisiona which the Go- 
vernment must naturally imsgino to be founded on a certain class of 
facts and principles, and then, when the conolusiona are discovered to 
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be incousieteat with those facta and prineiplciJi to jnatify the concln^ 
eioQB as obtained from other facts which had never been preaented for 
the consideration of GovefAmetit. If Mr^ Warden^s argncnent be cor¬ 
rect, it ought, for his justification, to have been suhstantially conveyed 
in the entry regarding the Sarinjam which he submitted to Govarn- 
ment in 1344, 


9£h 1356. 




A P P li N DI X U. 


Ko. on IH.'l.'!. 


1. rinLf^riniiT-H 

IJETfi) XtJ;JfllUil. 

I'liint (if,- 

^ 2 . ip h-|i'i|'p[ir>r^ 

‘Ir i't]( 11> 

■1. JPrifp IpiIj'Pi'. 

l^Pl IpP ^ 


Vj-fjiJi X. A» (JciP^VPRI^j 

J^ssisf!nlt Tumm (J<nmnis:^inhcr, 

Thp W', ITAriT, 

l 28 //f Ju'fintury 

Srrt,—I Iiiive thr linii£>ui\ niulc^r fhc «i'fIfni's in the Chief Secretai'yV 

jetrcT ■)l7.'j of the Srptemher to sub- 

iiijfj tor yoiii' <'rjiisHiernti£jii, Ihe cir£^utnsntiincefl un^der 
the two \mid the ]\lokiistm Ifimd of 
tfie dir othei's s]>fTj(it'll in t[i{> wi'i'c iucliKieiJ 

hi the it'iirtiid ^iLniijiun piii L of the hoi'editary 

Siiriiijjiiii of 47hitiLini|<'e Vittiil Pciotuudlniree, ilnd 
weie MdiM^[jU(itiUy rentoi-efl to liini on thiit tenure 
ciiidr,’ (he oi'dcrs I'rnni the Ifi^iioiahle (\iEU't of Dii'etitoi's ]}U>.Sicd on tile ubove 
lisin: h No. 1 o tpfihe 2‘iiid ll:iy IHill, ]}Eirii^ii^;ih£i 2 tu 12). 

2. "I Jie iloooridih- <.!oLut :^frm to huvo pas'^etl thitt de^I^ioll on the en'oiie- 
tpiis iiiti.trnuitioii alibrilcd to tlicm in the i'cvised Jisils'* t'lat ** by an ovc'j'ni^ht this 
jiorticni of tile Siii injum was retiimed hy (jovci innenf, when the lemahidcf wan 
lestnitd !ti the jirrseut Pufinjamdar in a. o. IS4^).—fc^uiuiJs aeid Chor Cliittres 
iLi'e ill the pcjsi^eftsLou of tills person” ■ wUei‘ea“ij sfi hu' fi\jin the above portion 
of the Snriiijani having been attained by Ccjvemincnt through tuiy ovenji|^ht, 
liA i'esh> ration Jiail l>eeu fnity discupfiedj uh thp Afjr.uCs T^prescHUtliotif lb liS4l 
(sec pariii^raplis 14 tl^ i?3 oJ' tliis Jettei')? and harl bi'eii doci^ively nee^tived hy 
the CiovLrnment of Irnilinj whii-h deeiHion had been communicated to thi^ 
A^;iiL for Sirtiars on the 7tii Oetobce lfl4l, in the Political Secretary^&letter 
No. 277ii, (Sec parai^raph 22 of tUU letterO 

3. WJieti Mr. HJphiustone settled the Uecean in a. i>* IfilS and 1819, a 
Surinjam ift tfie J}eccfiiif stated to have been held at die breaking out of the 
war hy Vittvilmo Mullmr I'ftoruudlmi'ce fthe father of the prcEicat bolder^ 

* In Wr. Warden^i lilts of 1844, No. 29 of Cloai I., and Na. 2 of ClfiU V. 

In Mr. Broim^t reviieil liiti of 1847^ 19 of Clma 1., vnl No. 2 of oto^tcucut No* I, of 

Lilt No. fh 

I n 
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CKimnajec Vittul), was restored to Iiim, and subset]iiently Mr» Chaplin (Mr, 
Elphinstone^s tsiiccesisor) addressed Che auti toil ties in Nimar with a view to the 
iresCnration o^n perUoi) of the Surmjatn claimed in that (juarter (the villages 
ami Umuls spreitied ui paragraph 1). 

4* A good deal of cfirrcspondence took place consequent on lliia rcqnisi- 
tioi}^ as (he Ninmr anthorUies on various grounds at first declined to restore 
the villages. The only |X)i1itJii of this correspondence which it is of importance 
here to notice is the fact pointed iml by Sir John Malt'olrn to Mr. Chaplm^ 
ill a letter date<l the !J7th March 1820^ that one of the villages claimed 
(Chugniim) had been abnvnhmed by Vitlnlrao Alnlhar Poorundhurec hmg 
prior to tls occnpation by llic BritiEjU Oovcinmerit; that tlie other village 
(Nugnurii) had been completely abandoned,and liiid been unmbubited by 
any human creatine lljr a period of fifteen or tiventy yrm n'’; and lliatibe five 
villages, ihe Mokoti^ia Umuls of which were claimed, were '*in a etale of 
desolation/^ four of Lliein belonging to IIolkai\ 

5. ft thus appears that Vittulrao Muihar Poormuilmrce was not in posses¬ 
sion of these villages ui the breaking out of the war, and that under these 
cli'cumstaiices Mr. Ei]d]instonc's nrmngcmentH did not contemplate their 
restoration, as he mo9t distinctly instruclcd all subordinate ofHccrs to thiji 
effect. Indeed, one village in the Jftiggnr Collectcrate (the village of Bywlm- 
nuggur, Chimnajec Viltnl Poorundhuree's claim to a portion of which was 
finally rejected in the Chief Secretary's letter No, of the 1st August 18ol), 
which was exactly in llin jiusition of the Nimar ones, having been ilcsci'tetl 
and wu5tG For many ycai'j! prior to thc^ i:onqnest, was not iTCstured to Vittulrao 
Miilliar PoorLuidhnrce, and is at present Khalsat^ 

G. Sir .foil 11 Malcolm sub&eqnently restored the Nimar villages, ami on tJic 
14th June 1822 tlie (hjvcrnment of India ordered, through Sir David Ochtcr- 
lony, that Mr. C. Wellesley, then Itcsidcnt atTndore, should investigate the 
clainisi by whicli the Poonmdhur Chief” held dtenr. 

7, Mr. Wellesley tibuhied from Mr* Chaplin, the Deccan Commissioner, 
from the Political Agent at Sehore, and from the Acting Agent at Mnnd- 
laisur, all the information they could sujtply on the subject, and on the 21st 
October 1822 reported os foilowA :— 

"The Pourunoliur'e claim on Chuganm and Nugaum apireare to he, from 
the accompanying documents, clearly a tenure for hia personal life, and no 
longer, and Sir John Malcolm'n letter of restitution I find restores it only 
on the same tenure os it was held by him of the Peshwa; hut as, perhaps, 
he may he reckoned to have a constructive claim to consideration from long 
posaessinn of the villages of his family, 1 would, in such case, suggest it as 
an eligible compromise of the matter, that the Sunud of Government, to 
be given in confonnatlon of the current tenure, should contain a prospec'- 
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tive jirovision ibr coiUiin^iii^ tb« viLlftges (o his lieira in lineal desceni an 
perpotitat tennnU in rent^ or proprietorj} subject to payment of the a&bcshuxi 
revetiucfi of Government." 

8. Sir David Ocliteiloiiy concurred in the rihovc, and s^nbmitted Mr, Wel¬ 
lesley s pri>|>OHitmnN for the eons id oration of the Govermnciit of India, who 
on the 28th Decci(nl>er 1822 replied as fctllows 

" The Gove^inor Genei'al in Council concurs entirely with the Hesident 
nt Indore, in viewing the grunt of CUugauin und Nugauin to tlio Poorun- 
dhnr Chief to he siin|dy n IdVtenurf, of tlte nature of XjU Surinjamce. 
Doth the testimony of Mr. t'JmpEin und still more the translntiom of Sunuds 
aiHj o.vtracts from the Potuin anchiveFi, which Etecompanied his di.'S|>atch of 
the Ifillx August lust, are conclusive on this headland Government is unable 
to uiulrrstiind on whiit principle Sii* John Mulcohn shouid have bestowed 
these * village;^' iix free t/lft tir /mm. TJic ([ualifying ]iassage in the Sunud, 
melee [I, which follows the iaUer words—* the vilhiges ofClnigautu and ft’u- 
gnurn art hestoAved cm him in fiee gift, and the vilhige td Sangvec, Piirguna 
Kanupoo]', is given vi[> as Mokassii, ihe whole being thus restorefi m Mcf 
terms fttrmerf^ Ihal ubilst let restore them only 

on the fbriiun' Uiiiuie, an essential misapjirelieosion oxisted as to the natnro 
cd that tenure. With Ihis error apparent on the fuee cd tlic Iransaetiollij and 
as it is yi>ry doiihtfiil w liether ViLLnlj-ao Mulhar was entitled to resuitie pos¬ 
session of the villages on hooting after many ycai'j>' total abamloiinient of 
them, fTOToniment eancoiVOS that it aauH amply have fullllled niiy obligations 
wliieli the jimceeciings of tlic tale Agent tnav have impesed by aeknowled"- 
ing the tenure in rpieslion to be a life Jaglieer. On the SLiine principle, 
llie share of the revenue of the vilhige tSaiigvce, called Mokassa, must he 
allowed Avheuever tliEit village tuay have been brought into a productive state* 
12, iJjulcr these iniitriiotions, it will he necivsary that the Ifcsident at, 
ludoiie should demand hack the fomier grant by Sir J. Makohn lor the 
purpose of cancel ling the same, and that the di'aft of a fresh one should be 
]iiTpared as itbove, and submitted, Ixithm Pnglisliaiid Pernmii, fur appixn'ul 
and KigrmhiTc by the Governor GuncittI in Couiicih'’ 

lb (bi the ■IlOth April 182Ef Mr* Wellesley sent the iblloAving letter h> 
Vittuli ao Mullmr Pooi'undhurc'c, tb rough Mr. Chupliii, the Commissi oner at 
Poona, und iji doing bo he observed,— 

"The rcsohition of Govennneiit in the case being conclusive, I beg yOn 
will re[jress aixy attimiptti of the Pooriuidhureeto renew negotiation a upon it,'* 


Stibiifince of a loiter to VirroLnAO Mclhar PooRnNixiiUBEE* 

** By direclion of Government, J liavo to accpiaint you that the Governor 
GenciaJ hi Coimcil huviug resolved, aOer y full I'niisidenLtion cd' the ciusOt 
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on you a Sunud under neal and signalure^ confirm tug to you Che 

pt^tiSOH^ion of (lie villages of Clnigaum and Nugautn^ and the MuhaE&a of^ 
Satigvcc during the term of your life^ the tenure under which theae pofisee- 
Eions Jmvc been liitlierto held by you, tlie t;ald Sunud will he accordingly 
prcjjarftd and transmitted to you, when your acknowledgment will be 
required in return ; mid you will now be pleaded to return tlie letter of rceti- 
tuliem received by you from Sir J. l^lalcolm and Colonel Smithy the featne 
being only a ]uovitiional deed on their part, subject to the confirinatiou of llie 
Governor Gcneiiil in Cmmcil, whose Sunud, under Ins seal and signature,, 
you are now about to receive instead/' 

It), To tlie foregniiig Villiijnio jMiiEbur Pooruntlliiuree gave the followiiiji 


“ j have had the honour nnd sntisfin'tlcm id reerEviiiir the frieurllv letter 

■ 

ivlitch you wrote on the otU of Uv^nkb tJjdee, Stinivul. IHWO, noli lying, by 
direction of Ills I'lxt'cltency tlic irovertior (lerinob that the villngen of Ciin- 
giiiiin 3Tulian;itid KiigaunipWitbllieiMokassa of t!.e cEliogo of SangVF^e, would 
eonthun d to me on tlie same condition as heii'toiore, vir.. as Ziit iSiEfin- 
janiee, or idlovvance tor inv persona? e:v]penf!es dunng the periotl of my lilc, 
ilcsii'iug ibat 1 would transmit to you Ihc deeds in my possei^sion gr,uited 
by General Sir .L hlaleoLm mid Colonel Sinitli for tJie above villageti, and 
tlial Sutinds, under the seal and signature of the Governor (jienerit!, ivould 
be given to me in oxebange* Tins wan the purport of the h-iier, and, in 
compliance with the orders of Gitverimient, I have delivorcil the deeiN 
giantcd by Geiienil Malcolm and Colonel Smith to ]\Ii-. Cliapltii, the Coin- 
nilssiuncr of Poona, and they will ftceortliiigly Israeli yourpiesence fhroiigb 
that cbminel/' 


lU The following is a dm ft of I lie Sumid which Mr. Wellesley proposed 
in lieu of tlic dociiineiii gmiited by Sir S. Malcolm, which he bad cunceltcd :— 


Draft iff a Sunnd to Vhto i/rao MnniAR Pooiti]Miiiuuf:K* 

“ Whereas, the Governor Ocnei^il In Council, at'tcr full ci^nsidcration of 
the { use, re^adved on ronfinning to Vittubao IVlulliar J^ooi'undbuiec 
the possession of tlic village of Chngaum, Pin-giiiia Kundwall, and Kugaurn, 
Purguna Murdana, and of the Mokassa of Sangvee, Purguna Kanapoor,^— 
all the places situated in the Zilla of Nimar,™for the term of his life, ^ 
hitherto held by him; after wliich they will revert to and be resumed hy 
Government: Tins Sunud, under the seal and aignature of the Goveriioi 
General in Council, is accoi-dingly issued to him in testimony of tire same, 
and his acknowledgment will be taken Iti return/’ 

12. On the Vtli P^ove[^bel 1823 Mr. Wellesley was informed that tlli^ 
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dj'afl of SuLiud liad been adopted by Govewimeiit, and that it would be returned 
to him from the Persian OtHce duly signed and sealed, 

13, On die 24th December 1823 Mi\ Ciiaplin forwarded the above Sunud 
under the seal and ^iguatunu of 11 i^ Excellency the Governor General 

in Council" the Collector of Fouii;:i,uml in i^i|ucsliiig that otBcer to deliver 
it to Vittulmo Mulhar Pooriiiulfburce, added^— 

As this incumbent resides within your jiffisdiction, it U dr^sirabletbatjon 
ibe occtirrence of hia decease, early notice theleof shook! be corumntdeaLed 
Ifj me, with a view to the resMiiipliuii of the Jagheer in r[nestioin" 

14. Vithdrao Mulhar Poorundluirt'C died on the Pith .lamiury 1S40, leav¬ 
ing one siai, C^hiuniLijce Vithil, to whom the Sininjain in the Deccan was, by 
Older of tiic Doinbuy (hnentnicnt, coiuiniicd. The Niiiiav villugcs were, 
acTonliiig to the teiunc of the Go veiny v Gcncrars E^uiiud, icsiutucd hy the 
4 okvcruniiciit of Indhi. 

lo. Chiinnajcc V'illul Pooruudhin'nc, on the 11th July 1 Sdfl, aildrcasrfiJ 
tin; llomiiay Govfnnmmt, Legging that the iViinsir viliagcrt might be r(!stoiT(]^| Ut 
hfin. His letter was forwnixlcil for tinr rcjiott rpftin; Aetiiig Agent for ,S]m!his, 
iMr. rdihs, who, on the Idli] thtoher IH ItJ, infoi'med fjfwtTiinirnLas follows:— 


" The Acting Agent begs leave to fyiwai’d nn original letter, dated 23]d 
instant, and eucJasuic, lioin the RcskIcuI at Indiwe, fmiii wduch it witl 
ajrpi-ar tiaat pclitiLju;'r has no claim uluite'^er to the villages he ulhidcs to^ 
I lie. Governor tJeneral hi f 'ouin il iiaving decided that they w ere mere 
Jlfe-gilints to [icdtioncr's fullier, 

*'■ Pnclov tlii‘sc cireumstances, the jsciifioiici' may be infoi'iiicd (.hat hts title 
1o the villages he claims is mailniis>ible» 



I bn 3'he reijtte.st of Glitniniijet' Viltul FMonmdhnree was llicii, in tli(] Poli- 
lii'nl Huc-reiaiy's Icj.t.i'lr .^o, 2-111(1 of ihe 14th iXoveinber 1840, negatived in 
Jhe following liinns i™ 

1 um dcsii-eJ to signify to yon that, nn hKjnji v, it appears that the vil- 
lijgcs in ipiestioii Imviiig been merely Ijfe-giuuts, lapsed Lo Government on 
tlic demise of yoiir lather, and tliat the 4Governor in ('uuncll eannol, tliuro-' 
fore, ctmiply w ith your petition.^* 

17* A c^r>]>y of the Political Secretary's reply to Chimnnjec Vittul (Politi¬ 
cal Secretary M letter No. 24fll of the 14th Novembci* l84tJ) was ou dm 
same date forwarde^l to the Acting Agent for Sii'durs, with u re^tuest tliat he 
would be pleased to report, for the hifommtion of Government, the tenure 
under which the villiigca situated m the Poona and Ahiuednuggnr leriitoiy 
were held by the petitioner s father/' 

■ 18* The Agent, m a letter No* lOl dated the 14tJj April 1841, afforded 
the Jiifurinatioji called for In regard to tlie Deccan villages, and added a 
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rccominen<li!itLcm that in rfimar aliould be Jrkcwtge continued} 
as the grounds on wliich he liad arrived at au opinion ojipaaitc tn the one 
cxpreflfstMl in Ids previous report to Government of the 30th October 1$40 
(see paragmjdi 1C)} tlic fact of the revenues oi the Nimar villages having been 
included in Mr* McDoimell’a statriiuent of Suriiijams, and also in those of Mr* 
Marriott suhnultcd to Gnverumeut on tlit Ut Augiist 1834. Mr* Milk 
thought that the apjJication of the rules fmtned by Mr* Mariiott^ and promuk 
gated for oheervnoce by the Bombay Govemnient pendiug tlie decision of 
the Court of Directora, annulled the previous deetsion uf tluj Governor Ooneral 
in Council. 

19* Mr* Mills seems^ liowevcr} to have completely overlooked the grouiuls 
on whieh the ileeision of the Supreme GoveiTiiuent liad been based (nee para¬ 
graph 8)} and the iiiiportant fact that the DJiinur villages had not l>een held by 
Viltnlrao Mulhar Poorundliuree at the breaking out uf Iho war, and that on 
this account it had seemed to the Kiipretnc Government very flouhtfid 
whether VittiiIran Malhar was colillcd to re^^iimc possession of the villages on 
ofooting after many yeai'S^ total abandonment of 111001." They wero includ¬ 
ed, it is true, ill Mr. McDonivelJ’s statenientj^ but to inquiri/f which was 

rd'terwmds made by Mr. Chnjdin, and which proved that they did vof, like 
the Deecnii villages, fulfil tli{' terms on which alone Mr. Biphinstone had con¬ 
templated the restoration of uuy holding, whether Surlnjam or Inam* 

53* On the 29th July the Bombay Government, through theiv Poli^ 
tical Sec letary, for warded to the Government of India eopicfi of the. limit: r- 
mcntimiL^ con'espundeuce, " for euch notice ils the Right llmiorahle the 
Governor General in Council might deem it to deserve" 

Tim petition from Chimiiajce V^ittut Poorundimree dated the 11 tit July 
1840, I'cferrcd tt> in paragraph 15 of this Icticr* 

The report hy the Acting Agent (or Sli-durti dated the 30th October 1840j 
I'eferrcd to in paragraph 15 of thiH letter* 

The reply of Govcmmeiit to Chimnajee VitUd Poorundhuree dated the 
14th Novernher 1840, refen ed tu in paragraph 10 of this lettci'. 

The letter from Government to the Acting A gene for Sirdars dated the 
14th November 1K40, referred to in paragiajih 17 of this letter. 

Tbe Agenfs reply dated the 14th A[)ril 1841, relerrcd to in paragraph 18 
Ilf this letter* 

21. The reply of the Supreme Goveriimcnt, conveyed in their Political 
Secretary's letter No. 2334 of ilie 26th August 1841, was accompanied hy a 
niemoL'anflum (tlic eubstunce of which is given in {paragraphs 6 to 12 of thfg 
letter) of previoiifl proceedings in regard to the Nimar villages, ami the tcmim 
on which they had been held was explained as having been “ by the resolutioji 
of the Govcfiior General in Council liiudcd to the life of Vittulrao,"^ 
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22. The foi'egoing decision of the Govemraent of India waa eommutiicated 
in the following tei'mi^ to the Agent for Sirdars, in tlie Political Secretary h 
letter Wo. 2775 of the 7th October 1841 ;— 

** With reference to your letter dated the 14th April, No. 101 [the letter 
reeommciidiiijr tlie re^ltoration of the Nimar villages, referred to m para- 
gniph IH], I am directed by the Ifouorahlc the Ctovernnr in Council Co 
tituiAniit^ fiir your information, copy of a commtinication from Mr* Secretary 
Muddetek, dated llie SSid AtigiiMt last. No. 2d-14, from wliich you will per’- 
ccive the grounds on which the villagcf^ of Nugaum and Clingaum were 
IT'S I lined by the Government of India on the death of the late Vittulrao 
Midliur Pooniiidhuree ” 

Thus stood the case, as fur as 1 have betm able to learn, when the 
Agent for Sinfuriii, Mr* Warileu, on the 2btJi Decetiiber 1844, Hubmittctl chtsisi- 
heti lisU of Suijiijains, in which, as No* 211 of Cfu^is I. and No* 2 of CInsK V., 
tin: Ninisir vllhigi^H were ciilcred as jsartofa Surinjam which Chiunmjee ViUul' 
Poonmdbnree was cidittcd, under the Uules, to bold mi hereditary tenure, 
the coliitim of “ licniarks^* containing the tbilowmg explanalion :— 

“ Ry an oversight this portion of the Smhijain was retained by Ooveni- 
nient when ilio remninder was restored to tlie jire.scnt inciimbent," 

24. Ml* Warden's lists wern subsequently revised by Mr, Brown, who 

snecceded Jiiin as Agent for Sirdars, and in whose revised lists the above 
entry was pi'cscrved ; tlin Nimar villages being entered together with the 
Occcan ones, forming otie hrld on one and iht mtac tRnitre, In md- 

tlini' of the lists WLLS any aUusinn wlisitever made U> tlis previous docision of 
1822, nor to tlie riicmisideratiou of the ease which took place to iita 

rewfuipthm in lH4fl, nov to die Snpiicmc Governinent'fi linal enunciation on the 
2Ilrfi August 1841 oftlicir piicvjous decision of 28th December 1822, 

25. The I'evised Suriajani lists were sanctioned gtaiera]ly by the Honor¬ 
able Court of Directors (noiiorable Con vfsdespatdi N^o* 15 of the 22iul May 
184^), paragrajdis 2 to 12), and it was with reference to thii» ii^aurtiou til at, on 
tile 18th December 1849, the Acting Agent, Miv Hunter, solicited the orders 
of tiuvernment ns to whether or not he shotild convey the iuFtruetiona of the 
rionoralde Court in I'eapeeC to the Niniar villager to the atitLoritie» in the 
Bengal Presidency. 

20. Consequent on this application. Government called upon the Acting 
Agent (Political Secretary's letter No. 88 of the 8th January 1850) to furnish 
authenticated exti’acta from tlie Suriiijam iisU relating to the Nimar villages, 
which were, together with an eittiact, paragraph$ 2 to 12 of the Honomble 
Coui't^i^ despatch of the 2'3nd May 1849, No. 15, forwarded to the Go vernment 
of India (Political Secretary'u letter No* 30 of the lOtli March 1850), with a 
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request thftt mi^ht b* isaacd i'or restoring the villages on hereditary 

tenure to Ciunnnijee Viltnl Poonmtihuree. 

27, The Sfii-'ivtai’y to the Goveminent of liiclin in the Foreign Departnfiftiit 
replied on the April IHolh No, ^J73, and intimnted tliat the r<K|Misite orderit 
hnuJ issued for I he rei^toiration of the villages, which CliJninaJee Vittu] 
was tjceoitlhigly placed in possej+sitai of, and now liolds, 

2H. i have tlionght it ndvi^sable to report on tJicfje vlllagns separately, 
kiiving tlio title uiuler which the Snriiijmn in the Dtifiean ia held by Cliici- 
nnjee ViUul Pixnniidhnj’en Ihr inquiry, if requisite, liereatlcr; the qncation 
l'E^^ l.{i>ci^ioll ill lliis ease appearing to me simply Lu l>c vvlietlier the IJoiioiMhIe 
(Joiirt of Dircchns sanetioiu'd the i‘<^st[aat1nii ikf the jVimar i-ilhjxes on heri’di- 
laiy Icnuie, inider the imprOi?sirai thut lln^y Jmd been [irevioasly held on the 
jinnie tenure as the Di^eean portion <j(‘ t]ie Siii'injam, iind laid been throngii 
fjvei'sight I'fitEiincd ijy (jovennm^iiiL vilieii Jho Deei'an porlinii was restored in 
iHdtIj tn'whether liie Ifomiiidjle (.'oiirt aei^o siwure that the INfiliur vidaocH 
Imd n<d been held Ijv Vittulino Mnlhar Finn'niidhnice at tfte hreakiuix out of 
the war; that they had bet‘ii under p'riiJlar ehriinwbnires, nnd as un act of 
grace, rcNiorfEi to him, under the (jovernor (lencrEil’s ^unnd, as a ; 

;iLid tlmttlu‘y had Ijcen iit iSdl, A'itlnl ^IuUmi's doatli, formally declared 
by the Kitprcnie Uoveiiiinent, on a rerunsidelation of the ruse, to Imve lapsed 
ti] ihe l^iidc. 

I hare tlie honour to he, ^<c* 

(Signed) T. A. f.'uwimn, (^aplain, 

Asslstioi}; liiaiii Chunnir’si:>ni‘r. 


No. 7.Sd:h 

From W, TTart, Fsq., 

inani i 'onanissKaier^ 

1\i A. Mai.et, Flsq,, 

(Jiiief Secretary to Gov&imicnt, Bombay* 

Uchjmm^ Apni 1853 , 

Sin,—1 Imvc the honour to submit a rcjxirt, No* 102 dated 2ttth February 
1853, from my Assistant, Captain Cowper, sbowing that it wna on imperfect 
infijrinntion that the Honorable tbe Court of Directors were induced to sanction 
the relitiquishinent to Cbinmujee Vittu I Pooiundhuree, and the continuance 
to him on beredltaiy tenure of certain villages and Umuls in Nimar, which, 
under the delliierate and fjiial orders of the Govcrnmeiit of India, declared after 
reference to the CnmmiisflioneT in the Deccan, ought to have finally lapsed to 
Oovemment at the death of Chimnajoe^s fatlieCj the late Viltuhao Mnlhar* 
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'2, It tIoeEf not a^ppear nccessni-y to add any tiling; to wbat Captain Cowper 
bag E^tatcd in iiis clear mpurt on tliis cose. But witJi regard to the imjxirtant 
luct tliat tlio villa^efi in Nimar had not bean held by Vittulrao Poorundhurec 
at the breaking out ol'tbc ivar,.as shown in Captain Cowper^e 19tFi para^ra))h^ 
it may be as well to recall the atteiitiuji of Government to the Honorable Mr* 
Klphiristnne^s letter of the 25t!] Octolicr 181which containthe follow 
descrlptinii of a rule oliAcrvcd by hlnip an<l Esani'tioiicd by the Supreun; 
Govemmcilt i— 


“ Pfo Siirlnjam ceded to the Brilisb Oovomincnt by tlic Trciity of 1!^17, 
and no ,las;}ieei' not tU'titally enjoyed up to llie war, to be lejitorcdj nnle^!^ 
^j]>c(:i;Uly dimitctl so to 

ThiJi rule W[>iiliJ appear In be doubly fatul to any claim by Puontmlhnrcc 
iiLty part of bis fumn'r Suriujum ni Nimarj ns, besides not huvmjr hf'en 
rtijoveii at the hi enktni^ out of the, wav, it would appear to luivc been included 
ainoii^ the I'CSKirjiis made, by the 'Jhcaly of J^oona, the jH^Kitiotl of wliich is tilin'^ 
evpiained by AI]\ KlpliinstunCj in the oib prLitigra|ih rd’ lus dcspalcli No* ?d 
diiled iSih ,June IKIR, to rlie (joveriio]’ Geiicnd :— 

" I’liu Pe,-^hwids ^vluiJe icveniii!, bidbat^ the hist Treaty, ainunnted 
lis* of nhieli Ks. ivjis paid into llio Iroasuiy, 

iiiul USi i1,1)0,t){JO allotted in Ja^^fiei'idai'H ; of this lust sum Bs. 2G,/)0/)fKI 
was jn’ialiu'ccl by laud in lliiidoostau, which hud gji'catly dcelintsl in calue, 
and (ioin uhkli the Teshwa dciivcfl no beindit uliatcvcr* 

*^TIiifi last Ks* 2lijO0/H](), with its. b'2,00,000 of tlie amount jiayabie iutii 
tlie tr(":isury, wns rcdcd by the Tri^uty of l^otniUi coneltiilcd in June last. ” 

Ib linou:;b, bowcvfsr, has, I think, been stitcd by Captuiii Ctnvjicv, to 
enable Govomincnt to come to a des:isJOii on the r[iiesLioii submitted hi the 
hsi paiTQ^rujdi of his report, and to jud^fi how any I'oply vrhir;b cun bo 
1ft it oir^hl tojidcei, in this pEirtiouiur ease, the general sanction ^ivcn by tin: 
Nonorablc Cumi of DirccUtrs lo iho settlcincuts piTopoaod by the revisisl 
+Stiiarijam lists nf 1847* 

T have the honour to be, &c* 

{Signed) W, Hajit, 

Inam Coinmiisisioacr, 


Ofliee f^o. 27o0.] No* 80 of iHoO. 

PuI*lTfCAL UlinAHTWliXT, 

Tu. fJ. AljjKN, Ksq*, 

Otiiciuting Secretary to the (lovemmeni of India, Fart Willmm* 
Sm,—With refeiciicft to*the correflpomlence notod in the i 

^ n 



10 


.iTPRNDiX D- 


ilirect(^(3 lo tmiiflniit to yotjj fijr i^a^mia^^ion to the Moist Noble the Governor 


(T^tiL^nil of India tJi Counei], nopy of a letter and of 
its enrioaure fiiom Mr, Hart, the latelnom Commiii- 
feiotier, No* 18W3 dated the fitJi April last, Bhofrin^ that 
it wai on impt^rfect information that the Honorable 
tJie Co 11 i t uf Directors wei'o induced to authorise the 
coutlnimnce oil Unvi-ditary teiniro to CliitiLinmn Vittul Poomndhnree of cer- 
tniii viila^M ami UuiuIh iu Ntinnr, n liieli, under Um onlei's contained m Mr, 
Secixitary ^wiiitotfs lettei dated the i?Kl]i Dcceiuhor ought to have been 


Tfl the Sccn.'tury to tliu 
Goipmimut of Tiiilini No, 
riAtedtbe I5tli Marv^li 

lasn. 

Prom rlitCn, Nn* ^ 7 ^ 
ilatud Will April InaO, 


refill iiied, 

2* In forwimiiiif; thei^e dorumente, ( nm dcsii^etl to add tlicreto copy of a 
Minute thereon by the Ris^ht ttoiiorahln the G<tveTnoiv coneiiiTed in by the 
Honorable Mr. lUmic, dated iho 14ih in5itanb st'^d to requeiit that, witli reler- 
enee to the Kith pain^n ipli of liie Itdler document, you H'ill have the goodness 
to submit to the iMo^l Noble tiie tGovernor GeneraJ in Council the auggesCion 
of tbk Government that inimediate aU^ps may be taken to icsume the viUiagea 
nnd Umills in question. 

3, The llesulcnt at Indore Ims Ijrcit aitflro^ficrl on the subjeetj in order that 
nnv pnitiou of the inminc which may poisfiibly he m his Imiids mny be witli- 
lichb pending further order?! from Ihc Government of India, 


I have the honour to be, ic. 

(Aligned) A, M a Lire, 

iiottiltaff Cftsifvf '‘I'M Jun^ Chief Secretary. 


Ettract io (o 17 of a Minute dated the ]4ifiSii7te 1853, fAe 

Mij/il Iletiurabh the (jOVfciit.'iOR in Counuij,, concurretl in by (he /fontw’- 
Me Mr, Elask. 

J5. Thu fact of both & I r. Warden and Mr* Brown having in tlieir reviaed 
Surinjani lists of 1844 and 1847 made no allusion wlialever to tlie correspond* 
nice which had pussed in 1S4U-41 between Government and their predecessor, 
Mr, Mills, which tcTniiimted in the refiisai of the Govcmnient of India to con* 
liiiue these villag to Chimiiujec Vittul Poorumlhurce, appears wholly unac- 
countabloj os doe?! also tlic fitatoment made by boCli tliose gentlemen tliat 
these villages, through an had not been continued with the re¬ 

mainder of the Suiinjam in tlie year 1840, Mr. Warden should, I am of 
opinion, be afforded the opportunity of submitting any explanation upon tliifi 
Bubjeet which may be in his jiower* 

16 , I would further propose that copies of Mr^ Uftrt's and Captain Cowper's 
letters, acenmpanit^d by a copy of this Minute, be transmitted to the Govern* 
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ment of India, in order lliat imiueiliatie steps may be taken to resume the 
viJlagc!^ in question- 

17, The Hesident at Indore, also, should receive a copy of our coramunica* 
lion to llie Goverunient of India, in order that any portion of the revenue 
which may possibly be in his hands may be witiilield, pendixi^ furtlier orders 
from the Governuient of indiUi 


No. 'sm. 

FoilEKiN DEPAJiTMKNi: 

Fi’oin the Offioiating Sr^cai^rAav to tii£ Govkiinmbnt of Lvdia, 

To the Chief Secuetativ t o nifi GovEu^iMENT ov Eojuuay* 

Dalrd Fifft 'I'ludJaly 1S53. 

8iH,— 1 have tlie honour to acknowlcrli^o the receipt of your despatch dated' 
the Slird ultimo, IVa. 89, forwuidin^ eopicsof a letter and of its enclosure from 
Mr- Hart, the hi to Inam Commissi oner, and oi' a Minute j-ccordod fhorciipoji 
by tlie Jtii^hfc Honorable the Uovomor, jjriiiittng cut that it was cii inipcifet 
information that tJie Honorable the Court ol Ulrcctoi's were induced to autbo- 
rif^ the cemtinuauce, on heretiiury tenure, to Chiiitaninu ViLtnl Poormuiliiti'ce, 
of curtain villa|:^cs and IJmuls in JNimar, which ou^dit lu have bi^cn resumed, 

*2. In reply, 1 am cljructeil to urr|uuiiit you that as the ivi'ammcrulution of 
tlie Gcvei'iiment of Bouibuy, which was generally aj>f)|-i>vcc] by tlie Couii of 
Direeloi'S, and vvhicli, under that approval, led the Government of' India in 
18oU to lestoTU the Nlmar villages that laid been rcsiiiiiqd, and properly rc* 
suincd, after full consideration by the Gov eminent of India in 1840-41, was 
founded ujion a rulstaken statement of tlie facts of tlie ca^e, ilia lordship 
in Coimcil ogiXMiS with the Govcruinent of Jlombay in thlukln^ that the error 
should he at once corrected by tlie recall ol'lhe order of 1850, and the ini me¬ 
diate recovery of the villagei; in question. 

3- The Hesidefnt at Indore has been directed accordingly, 

4. A copy of this correspoiidcuee will be duly tbrwaHed for the informa¬ 
tion of the llonomble the Court of Directors. 

1 jjavc the honour to be, 

(SignedJ J, P- Grant, 

, Ofliciuting Secretary to the Goveiuaieut of India, 

Fort Wiiliam^ July 1853. 
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No. 367G OF im 

Political DjfPAUTsiESJT, 

From A. AfALin^, 

CJiid' Setii'cttiry to CroverumcFit, Bomb^iyi 

To C* J, ManhoKj Eflq., 

limai Commissu>n(.T, 

iHi/i Avffitsl 

—Witii rpfi?rciir‘(^ to your j«■<:(]ecpf^Kor'is loltor uml Ua endosurej No* 1HH‘? 
(litbd lliG .Otli Aj,jril Jtislj 1 am ditoctfil by Llio lUmoriiblo llm tjovmior 

ill (InimdL to inform yon tbutj ut tim voc-'orniirnmiution of tbi^ ^;r>v(''r]unoiit, tiio 
(bivtmimont of liiiIiiL lias ijiroofi-d tbv iinnifEliutt: iiusumption of the: viilai:oH 
uittl irmulrt tijoroin uUndod to, ami that. iitKtnmlions liav<t thir^ day bwii m\wd 
L-^ I be Af^eut Jbi' SindiirK to oiufeo llioiu fienji llm ^inrinjaiii Jisti?. 

J \vAVo the liuiiuiir ti> 

^Sii;;iird) A, 

\'^1/l Attf/ttsf I Sob. C^hii:#' ^'[Troiary* 


PoLITir AL DlirAItTAiri-ST* 

'fo A. Malkt, bjicj., 

('liirf StiLj’i tary to (MJViTnmoAt, Hmnbay. 

t!inc^™]\ty Tmt:v[ict te:d cic'jj-arUoo to Ijoinljoy to Luke my seat in Um Couiu il 
jueveiitrd my completing my Jiiquiriesj in view bj uiisiAci Liig yoiii letter Ao* 
dated the of .Mav lasL ttansmittin^ one evitli cncluiiiirG froiii the 
Jjiujii ('ojjimi^hionrTf in i^hirh he bus aUmnplcd to show Lliattwo viJla^es^ ai^d 
[K?rtiujis of the: foveiJtto of otlici'tfi \xonu ciontioiiod on iuiperfecl luformutiori to 
( .'iiijuim lino V'ittu) Poonmdhtireti ; und adding a jtrccl'f uf the proceediit^^ 
of the (fovei'ninent in n ‘ipccL to tljein^ u itli tlic remark timt the Cjiovei'jiment 
hu^ no mcuii.H ol uccouiiting for the Jact of both Mr. Bl own and myself having, 
in onr SmUiJam liMil:;, made no nlLusion whutnvur to a conc^pumleiieG on the 
subject between (-love^nineiit and my predecessor, fllr, iVIillfi, which terminated 
in the refusal of the (hive inn lent of luilia to continue these yillarrca, nor Jbr 
the statement made by botli of us iliut these vilJa^Oft, tltrough an oversight, 
iiml not been contirmcfl with tin? remainder of tlm Suriiijam Jn a. d. 1840* 

‘i. Tlicre is oidy oiu: way of areomdiiig fur my ailemue in respect to the 
particular currespoiidence IjE^twccn Mr. Mills and tin: (j!ovcriinienL,-^vri£. that I 
hatl not scon it. Fnni) n. lS!i l to a, tu lHd‘2, 1 had no ofhcial connec- 
llou \vitb tin: Deccan ■ during this inletval, the two Native unicials, wdio had 



APPENDIX 


13 


uitled ill the preparation of the Surinjam Jista submitted by Mr. Marriott in 
1 had been exchaijy;i:il for two strangers, so that memory coutd not aitl 
any of us; aJid having, Biuce I have becu at Poona, referred to the origjiiat 
]Tsipers without tUseovering any mark hulieating my having seen them (and 
1 neUlom read an important offieml paper without leaving a murk on it wfiioh 
I ean afterwar<is recngnise as nitne)j I have not tHe smallest doubt that 1 
had iicvjfa* this correspondence when I p(e]>arcd tlko Snrinjam lists in a. i>» 
l«44; that 1 ought to have >ieen this correspondence there is no doubt, and 
1 erntld not have avoide<l seeing it if Mr* MiUs had compiled his records, 
us records aix: now niiiversally prestuved, instead of<Jiv]ding liis corrciifMmdGnL’c 
into vuluniei* of ** Inward and Ontwavd Letters,” bound up according to 
l.liuir dates, and i[uilo iirespective of the subjccis to which the letters severally 
related* 

o, 11 does not, however, lidlo^v, ns it appears to me, that any fraud or 
wilful !Jiippi’f>sioJi torik place on tlit; puil of the ffatlvc servants of the 
(.>ll]Cci on diut iH-easicui, for silthongh on the lists there is fiidy the briel' note 
(f (piote from ('uphdn Cow|i4?i'"s copy of it)—" lly an oversigiit tins portion of 
Ike Sni'injinn was Jetained by (bwcrniiicnC ivhen fhe remainder was rcston^d 
to iJic pi’csciil iiieunibent/*—if you will do me the tiivour to refer to paragraph 
I') of my IcLlci to ( bjvmimcnt duh^d Oeeciuhcr 2yth, 1844, to wbieh that 
note was only an arcoiii[iuinnioiUj, yon will fiml me entering into the folhtw- 
ing detail :—“ L have the honour to state that tiic famity of ViLtidran I’ou- 
I'Lnidhuiee has produced Lwcuty^nie SiimirlTi or title-deeds, of which fonitccn 
rf'lute. to his Snriiyaiii in Ebjuna and Alimednuggin-^ sptjffi to hkestotfi iti 

•I 

J lindoftitfrot I fiiiiitffot'iiipfif has been res uined, although gran ted Iivt^o 

Suuiids, dat<^d, one in A. u* 17JJJJ and the other in a* u. l7A4f(ind trhirJi s/iauhff 
fhertiforr, he restored, trifh orrearx** While the expression in the foregoing 
passage—“ 1 am Luformcir’—satisfies metliat 1 liad no proof be fore me of wliut 
I asserted, it also satisfies me that my subordinates in the Duflur did not ctiii* 
real fmm me their lieLief that the lesuTnption had taken place ; and the most 
pi td>abie lioluiion of tiic difBcnUy is, that as the corrCHpondcnce was in the 
English Ollici: (dthc Agent for Sirdars, and the land to bereaumed in country 
licyond the limits of this Presidency, and the resumption itself, consequently, 
not carried mtoelTeet through tile instnimcntality of the Agent for Sirtlara, 
no ofHeial mite of it waa recorded, or at least remembered In tJie Poona 
l>un.ur* 

4* Having thus di^po^d of the difficulty arising from my not alluding to 
the correspondence between the (jovemment of IJombay and Mr, Mills in 
1840-41,1 shall now proceed to show,—although, liad this correspondence 
hccu before me, I s^hould moat ceilninly have alluded to if, that I i^hould as 
certainly not have deviated one point from the couTee 1 toot in respec t to this 
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SujinjBm in consetjutjucfi of autrb corrcfipondcnce, the deciaion of the Supreme 
Govcrttmeot (laring been tlie decision of a totaily distiuct question from that 
before me; and 2adj even if It had not been so, tliat the inquiry originally 
proposed by me was not only not to be afiected by isolated decisions, but that 
it was on tJie apparent Inconsistency of these local decisions that the Honor¬ 
able the Court orDireetbrs directed the general inquiry into and decision of 
tliese claims on certain definite principles, such inquiry being entrusted to me, 
though from the delay—extending to no leas a period tliari fifU:en monllis—that 
occurred in Bombay in disposing of my report, I bad quitted India befoi-e it 
was even noticed by the Government whiclk ordered my successor to test tJie 
accuracy of my work, and I have, consequently, ever since fcU myself divested 
of all responsibility as to the results 

5. For perspicuitysiikc, I dl^^pose of the last-staled jKiintfirst,—vivi. that 
it was the nature of these local decisions tliut led to the general iiicjjuiry, and 
which was not to be affected by them, if the Itlght Honorable the Gover¬ 
nor ill Council will do me the favour to refer to a letter addressed by me as 
Deputy Agent for Sirdars to the Govemmeuton the 7th Ptfovemljur 18132, JVo, 
fl3, Politicai Department, he will hnd tlmt the revision of the Surinjain lists 
was originally proposed by me, because " so dljfcreat liad the decisions some¬ 
times been ou coses of a simiiar kind, that no uniform principle could be said 
to have been estublJMbed,^’ and that it was, the re lore, desirable to propane 
statements to serve in future years to guifle decisions, which sheuId exhibit 
the antiquity of eaeli grant, the claims and condition of the orJgitinL griintec, 
and the resjiectability of the pi’esent representatives" i and if tlio (lovemnient. 
will refer, secondly, to the 2[jd pai’ugi'ajdi of a letter, fih. 9 dated February 7Lh, 
1338, addressed by the Ifonomble the Gnurt of Directors to tJie Goverimient 
of India, it will be iierecivod that this very puiugrapU of mine is quoted by the 
Com! UH explaining tlie cause of the inquiry ordered; and so liir^ therefore^ 
from the decisions jiasscd In early years being a tight to guide us, tliey were 
often considered as beacons to wani us oil,—the antiquity of the grants the 
claims and eomlition of the oiigmol grantee, and the respectability of tlio in¬ 
cumbent at the moment, being rceoinmendcd as tlie sole basis of the decision^ 
On this communication of mine the Honorable tlie C^ouil of Directorn 
i-'timately U&ued d1 -ect to the Government of Bombay their benevolent 
Jnstructioiia contained m their letter dated tlic 3dth of October 1842, direcdtig, 
irrespective of an “arrangement” proposed by the Bomliay Government, which 
it was admitted “ would not have violated any pledge”—irrespective of a “note" 
by Mr. Secretary Maddock and a Minute by Lord Auckland, advocating a 
much more extensive resumption than the “ Directors contemplated”—irrespec¬ 
tive, in short, of all that had gone before,—the Home Govemuient directed that 
aii Jagheers whicit bore dates autenor to a. j>. [7!j }, ^^ais well as those of which 
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the dates are unknown, but whieh are known to be ancientj, and those of nwte 
recent date which were granted in commutation for the reBUmption of ancient 
pOBuessions, should be hereditary in the fulleat sense of the word; resumption 
after a second geueratian, with reversionary pecuniary provision, being the 
rule " in respect to Surinjams bearing dales suhaequent to a. d» 1751, and the 
accession of the last Peahwa, whose granta were, as a rule, resumed. 

7. From the foregoing it resuJta that my only business was to test every 
claim by these principles, and so f^r from the decision of the Supreme Govern¬ 
ment in respect to Poormidhuree^s Nimar possessions being the only one a. 
modification of which hi fiivour of the claimant 1 proposed, it will be observed 
tliat it forma but one of a list of no less than twenty-two decisions by the Go- 
vommont resuming Suriiyams winch 1 said should be altered. 

8. 1 proceed to show, secondly, that the question before the Supreme Go- 
vornment and that hoforc me in respect to these lands in Ffimar was different, 

9. Tlic luaiu Commissioner has kindly placed at my disposal a com- 
pilution of the corrcspondciicc on this case, from which I make the following 
extracts:—On the lOth December 1819, Mr, Chaplin, the Commissioner in the 
Deccan, wrote to Sir John Malcolm, who wan then Agent to the Governor 
General in Central India, enclosing a Muratliee list of two villages and the 
Mokassa of others, in Niinar, which were held in pisrMnaf Jogheer by 
Viltuhiao MuLliar Poorundhnree, which it was desirable should be continued 
to him.” Sir John Malcolm answered, January 15th, 1820, that the Supreme 
Government had appi'opriated the,villages in the belief tlisit they were Surin- 

not Inam. 

10. Mr. Chaplin replied tliat the villages were granted in Jagheer 

seventy years before the time he was writing,—before even Holkar's pnsseBSion 
of rfimar, to whose autliority they were never subjected, but held of the 
PcJibwct up to the war, though they may have been subject to interruption from 
Holka r and Si ndia, aa tceli at other iands of the J^eshofa iti Nimar, M r. Chaplin 
added, that the claims of those who held their personal Jagheera of the 
Peshwa were quite distinct from such as held Jagheer grants, as in the case of 
Holkar alluded to in (be letter of the 17th July from Mr, Elphinstofne, whose 
proceedings had been sanctioned by the Supreme Government. Sir John 
Malcolm next encloBed a letter from Colonel Smitli, mentioning that the iocB.1 
authorities malntatned that Nugauni and several otlier villages were given as a 
tenftce Jagheer, end not as a pertonal one, which he (be more readily believed 
from Poorundhuree having had a considerable body of horse in the service of the 
Peshwa; and that these people said Poorundhuree seldom derived any ad vantage 
from the revenues of the village, as it wets etermify beset iy Pindarees and 
other predatoty Chiefiainif and abandoned, till, at the particular request of the 
village authorities, the British Government took chaige of it. Colonel Smith 
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iJitJUglU Pftoniiid?!urec"s ciuirnD jvrcpufiterDU!^, because the village oJ' NiJgmidt 
imrJ been umnluiliiled by any htiman creature for fifteen or twenty years, untiL 
iiuprovr:J ijy llie industry of an opulent Goflavee^ to whom Colonel Sniilli 

giivu tL 

11. Chaplin now proceeded (April 8th^ 18"J0) to state Hint Poorun- 
dlirtrre li;ul ^mtJtds b&triu^ the Ptshira& seal for all the viiJagos mentioned in 
f’ijloncl J^inilU^s lettiir, in persojtal Jiiglieer (Zut iSurinjain), dated in a, d. 
17M(J-S7, and that they rettifUAcd in /its Tiwne in thr Du fiur nr-cpUflfSj mtd were 
rofi$hkri^to in his ptiutesuhn np ff> ih/;war, tiiough JXugantTi had been defiert- 
('d fifteen yeai'H. Air. Cha|jliii adfieiL tlicse inij^ortant wokIp,—■“ VlUnl Mulhur 
never had any I'oLij Siirinjum, nfyr had lie aap iTraops u Uh the I a|)- 

prehend his rights will not be nfiecti'd by the eii'cuTii.staiiL'G of one or more 
V i i lages h !iVi ng 1 >ccu d rperted^ 11 is a com in< ui practice fs >v 1 nuindarp to redaii n 
their lands when they liinl them to he worth hold tug/’ 

1^3* Tlic Soju'injie f Jovcrmnoiit, on thiis t-hdy 2*i]d, IH'23) tndeml n loeal 
Imjairy to hti iiiailtj into the claims, a ith the view prtftcqitdli/ (saystlnj J^esidciit 
at ludorc) af eiearitiff the d(>td)(s wheiher the Pooruttd/iurre hehl the vilh/f/ejt 
UK A SuiifJfJAsicr on Ina.mkc TJi.vnKn; and the Asslslsint in diai-ge ol 
Niiiifir i^tH>rtcd (August Htli, ]S2‘J) the informatiuu obtiuned by an c\amhi:i- 
tioii of Wutundiuf l^atcls un<l PatwarocK, wiio were fifty and fifty-five yenrfl 
of age, to the clibet that ihiriy-siv yem^s hud elapstfl siiK'C the gilt wiis made 
ij .1 Sininjamee tenure, which icsci vcd the just right of the Itrifish Government 
to the twe^ vilhigCA upon the lups^c of tiie proprieWs liie. 

V-i. I’lic village ofiicers iLssnrcrf tfic ANsistsint that, ftYmi ihclr em'lh'&l rev.ol- 
lectiOifi the two viiloges had heen. ift thepesitt^./isn}a oJ' the PoffrandhuiTe 
to locfd Codecto'/' tkep had duhf ptdd the revenues^ 

- 14. Possession had been twice intenajitcd ibr abtnit tnie year, once by 
Ilia f[ighTiesH Doivhd liao Rindia, ami ufterwanls by Trhnbnkice Uengliu, 
si^ years bclbrc the Brilisb aceCHsion, though the vilhigers wviv. nnublc to 
explain on wlmt plea, other than foi’cc, Sindia could have intci fei'cd. 

lo* As n^gaifls^ the Mokassa of Sutigvee, which Is the lliinl itn'm held of 
the Uritish (lovcmmcnt; the Artsiatant (iiiul it hud not hem sanctioned*aw 
the village was but ]iartistl[y reclaimed to tillage, and the icnl-rrce pc Hod hud 
rot expired."' 

16. On this local iiujuiry, the Resident at Indore adopted the opinion ex- 
presaed from the beginning, and tJiroughout the inquiry by Chaidin ; fin<l 
the Governor General in Council (December 28tli, 1822) concarred entirely 
with him in viewing the grant of Chugaum and Nugaum to be simply 
tenure o/ the natart of Zdt Suriejainee, The Supreme Government added to 
the exfMission of tins opinton, that of its inability to understand on wliat prin¬ 
ciple Sir John Malcolm sliould have bestowed these villages iff free frft or 
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a qiialifyitigr pa-^sogti m tlie Suniid showkt that he e^eniially 
n)issa|i|>re]if!iided (lie jmtuiie of that tenure (Inam); cmicluding with the remai'bi 
that it was very doubtEuL whether Poorundhuree was entitled to receive pea- 
on any footmp: after many years' total abandonment of them; 
eoTireivin^ that (lovernment amply iiilKUed any obligations whiefi the pru- 
eeedlngR of the late Agent may have lm[>nBfrfl, by acknowledging the tenure hi 
qiiestioM'to be a life Jaglicer, inJitmtl »/ Irntm ; and the viliageM were granted, 
uofordingly, uif “Inlhcrto held,” vi/.. on ZAt Siirinjam, of official tciiurt^ fur life, 
17. If tJie (jJovemmenL sluiU be ablo to follow me through the fiwegoing 
hkiftcli of tli(' manner in wiiirh Poonmdljurao r^btuined potsesHioii of thnso 
two vilbigi'S, it will ha iijiparcjit that tliey were lirst tliought by Sir John 
Mwlcolm to be stTvicfi .InglnTiir, mid ihf/t Inam^ tliougli fivGii by t^ir John Mai- 
coioi Ihis temno was not roi i‘ec1.1y npprnhcndcfl, Mr, Cliaphci Imvhig shown 
that tliey could not be A'l rirv? Jaghcer, for the conchii^ivc I'cus'oii tlmt I'ounm- 
dhurct: m^prr srv^f^dy and bax'ing ooiisisfciilly ]wi'Bintn'd that they were 
l^urmjani (ZAl. Siiriojainh the (.invcriior (rrocral ui'dcrud n local inqtiiry as to 
^vhetbcT l.brr villages wciv Tnfim m- Ziit Siiritijum, mid pruiio in iced the decision 
(his duiiblH us to whctiier he shnidd nTcIve possession on any footing in cori- 
seqticmio cjf uhrgf'd abaiidoinnent of the v]lbg''S notwithstanding) that bis; ZAt 
Sininjainec tenure, —in other words, an official tennre fin should bo 


acknowhdgcd, 

IS* T leave' it to llu^ tioveromont lo snv, iifler the j>ern:sal of the finegoing 
i>f Lt voliiiin; sent Lo mu iVoni (^iiptniiii (JowpC'i'^s own office, whether ll^: 
was JrtHtifictl in telling Mr* Hart, tlm Ialjc Inuai (Jomiuissioiicr f paragraph U), 
lliTd- the tm/y portion of the eorrcspcaidenee beLivecii tho JVimar uatliorilies 
which il was of SinporLancc to notice was ** that one of tbc villages claimt^ 
(t'hiigsiuni) bail bee]i abandoned by V^iltnfrao Midbar Ib^orniidlinreo lonir 
pi'inr to its occnpati<in by the liritifsb fiovenimcnt, as contained in a pi ivaLo 
letter from Colonel rtiidfii'* to Sir .John Mnleidm ; for it waa nuL even (as 
<'a|jt:uii Cowper ulieges) a fimt pointed out by Sir John IVIaleohn hiniseir to 
xMr. (Jhapliu, but bearsuy on what Sir John Malcolm himself calls a'‘ juivate 
letter," tuio nmt a haff fififore the iifad im/aii'T/ Undertaken by 

order of the Government to clear up doidit^; the facts elicited by t/lut local 
incpiiry bchtg, not,this private hcarsiiy has it, that the village of “Chugauni 
bud been ubainloncd Uy V"! Uni mo Poorirndhiirec long prior to its oecujiation 
by the British Goverinnent/' but that fitmi the earliest recollection of the local 
authorities, and wbo hud utfahied the age of fifty, the tiro had Iktu in 

the pnsse^xwn of the Poorumlkiiree fatmlify to loActfc local cvllector tlmj had 
jK}\d tlie 

IW* In other words, Poornudluirm* enjoyed till the British accession all 
that the ^^otentLil" ruvuges of the l^indui'oci^ loll any oao to citjoy of the 
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rtiirrnjam granted to him by ttio Pe^hwa under two Sunads before even Plot- 
knr ev^r wont to Ifindoofttan^ 

'JO. I have tfiuft, I think, eeUibliHhcd that which f undertook to prove,—viz. 
that the rjiiftstion beibre the Supremo Governnient and tliat before me iu rej^pect 
to tln^nc laiidM in Nimar were ddferent; and even if it had not been ho, die 
jufjiiiry hy me was not to be afierted by isolated local doebions. 

^il. The question before the Governor General in Council was—Is 
thi^ ;m fnani or *i YSxt Siitinjam 'f^ Thu question before me was— 
thin, which has been itckuowledged a Zht Surlnjitm or odicial tenure for life, 
ii!A hithcKo hold, attended, iiii Its origin and eontjouauce, by rji'cirmstanees 
•AHf ftcrording to the concessions mode to tJic Siuiujamdars by tbtt home 
oiitlioritics, subsequently to the gniuunl .settlement of the coiuitry, by wli]eh ah* 
ti'CTf^ rrstifred iifr-^nnU onit/f anil subsequently to the onhu's of the Goveni- 
meiit of India on this psirtietilar claim, to entitle the Surmjiimdar''s family to 
more tbuo the Supreme Government gave him T' 

ijj. r.osing sight ultogetlier of tlic important clrciimstam^e that llic (jues- 
tion, mid the only r|uestion, buforo tfie Supienie Ciovcttimeutj, w;i8, whether 
tile giiijit was a free hcreditmy gift or an olTidKl life-grant,, great stii’ss is laid, 
tiircughout the whole of the recent diseussioii, nu the fact that the Supreme 
(Government pmnoimced it to be the latter, overlooking iliat it ivas so jire- 
Ui mil cud in conti'adistincihiii i>uly to ifci ackoowledgnieut an an hereditary free 
gilt hy Sir John Malcolm; and, above idl, nvetlnoking that, iu so liiuiliiig tliK 
alienationj tlie Governor General in (!7ouiiHl only plaeciji tld:^ Ziit Surhijum i>u 
the precise ibotirig of every other Surinjam iu the Pes!iwiL’'s Jatc tlouiintons,— 
the firecinc fbotiiig of every iiiitn who^^e iiuiiic is borne on the Suriiijarn Jist^ 
unrl that to have coiu'cdrd to F'taJvuudliuiTcc anything except u hfe-giuat 
wouhl have been to do more for him than hud at that time (a. o. 1^122) boon 


done even for the Surin ja radars wboni the IfoiiorubJe Court of Directors have 
siiiee declared to be entitled, by tbo respect yielded to prescription, hi “ inlierit- 
ancfi in the fullest sense of t]ic word fornlthough Mr. P^IjihmatEUie left iiolc^ 
for future guidance tn the worda “ Ilereditary”^—For life/' he told the 
(jovemor General that tlie decision had in no case neen communicated, and 
tlw tiovernor General ordered tliat every fair opportunity should be taken t<i 
reduce the Sminjam^ which in eacli cose of lapse were to be resumed, and, if 
continued, to be so as an act of grace. 

23. Tn my apprehension, tlic moment the Supreme Govemnienf rejected 
Poomndhuree's claim to be on Inamdor, and dccluied hlui a Zut Surirvjamdar, 
ho was placed on preciively the same footiug us alf other Zat Suriiijaindars, and 
entitled to share iu all the privileges tlici'cafler conceded to that class of land- 
holdcift; atid as Mr. Elpliinstone originally intended thathis Sur]njam,i»chid- 
ing the Nimar villages, should be hereditary, unless it can be shown (hat it 
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wtll not stand the test under ivhlch it has found its mj into its present place 
on tile listS; 1 consider him as much entitled to the indulgences of A. o* ]@42 
as tlie twenty other Surinjamdars whose Sarinjatns had been not merely 
pronounced to he lile-grants, but actually resumed by the G-overjimetit before 
i entered on the inquiry^ but which are now in the quiet possesi^ion of the heirs* 
24* This brings me to the grounds on whicli Air. Uail and Captain. 
Cowjxii' ha'f'e attenipted to show Clmt the Ffimar Surinjam was differently 
circumstanced from that in the Deccan* 

2 j* These rc^isons are—Isf, that tiie villages had not been held at the 
breaking out of the war, orj. as Caj^tain Cowper expresses it, not in possession 
at the breaking {>at of the war; and that^ under thnse circumstances, AIr« 
Ivlphinstonc's arrangements did not eoutempLate their restoration* 

26, It is very remarkuble tliat both tlicsc officers of the Iimin Commissi on. 
bn VC nhstaineii fmm inviting tlic attention of the Goverimitmt to the fM;sl 
cvidcii 4 ‘e us to possession, vh. the evidence obtained on the sjiot by ilie 
Asf^isiant live years alter the war; uful how these gentlpiucu can have over¬ 
looked that the Assistant in Nimar rcpoiietl, tui the evidence of tiv<t villaga 
ijdiceis upwards of fifty ycai’s of age, tliat from their earliest rceollctlion the 
two villagcft Imd lieen in tlic possession of tlie PocirundlMirne fsiindy, b") whose 
lor?:il coIltK^tor they liud dely paid the revemnea; possession iiaviiig b<^cn twico 
interriijitcd only, and that for but one year each time, and by nsurjiutlmi,—►the 
first imviug Ijl-cii on the plea of force ” Ijy 8india, and Llie Iniitns long iw six 
yraiy belhre the Jh itish accesAioii, at t!>e huiida of Ti’inabuk jeo Denglia; Mr* 
(Ihapliii, with tlie Pesliwns Sunniiuiu his hand, and Poona Duftnr bdbre him, 
declaring at the {?anie time that tiie villages remained in Pi>omndhure(^’H 
jiunic in the Diiflui' accounts, and were considered to be in his p{.issession up 
to j ho war. 

27. And il' not in Poorundhurec's posscssioit, in wfjose pusMrssioii were 
—for the Goveiimjcnt will observe, from the annexed cxtriurt of a Icltec 

from Cajiiain Cowper to the new Inam Commissioner, Mr* Maiii^tm, which 
be has pist sent me, tliaf the villages were not iu the pfs^c^ision of tlic only 
otlier [un ty entitled to possess llicni, viss* the Peshwu, to whom they behaigcd 

^^'I'lic Peshwas' records do not, as far as I ain aware, contain, nny order 
for the resum]3lion of the villageii^ and Umuls in iXimar, which were cantinued 
f[tr life to Vittuliao Mulhar Foorundhuree by order of the Supreme Go¬ 
vernment ; induedf I have uo refimm ta befici^ that thej/ ittre thtta re$ttmet}" 
(Captain Cowper, August 9 th, 1853*) 

28* Ati to the inietT^dtoti of possession, if the Pesliwa himself was so 
little able to maintain his own supremacy over Sindia as that he witJiUelJ, till 
the Ptshwa had ceased to reign, villages ceded through the instrumentality 
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of the Duke of Wellington, l>y the Treaty of Anjtingaum, %o long before 
UH IWOH, doesi it weaken Poorundhuree^j^ claim to confiidcrjtioii tliai he wati 
the Tfietim of this powerful Chiefbtiii, and of the Minister whoise hande were 
hUuncfl by the blood of an ambassador to hifi maHter'a court'/ But even thiii 
n:furpatioti was shoi't, uiid did not^ so lav 08 1 can discover, last till the war, 
iLs (wserted by Mr, Hail, and Captain Cowper, bnt ccoAcd, as testitled on the 
Kpcit by Colonel iSmithf six yeurs befone the British oonqnc^^t^ 

2!). it H true tlmt the Governor (jciu^ml in Council of tliat day ^pcakii of 
the total abandonment of the villuges for mai^y years; bnt, fudging from the 
eviilcnee that was Ivdlirc liiin, 1 cniielude tliis aijiiiuloiinicht reterrx^d to tile 
descried village of Niigiium f>nly, (or the “ loeal oollcetnr” duly received the 
revenues of Cbngauni, l.hk local eolkietor” having been (as 1 am mferuled 
by the kfit of the lieneilitary Diil'tur Karkoons,“-w}iuse father and gmndffitliPi 
wei-ft in the. Dnftur, and who wuh hiniKelf cnijiloytd on the iSuiiiijam settleiiiciil 
under Mr. Piplvmstone,—Baojet; Pend say, who is now cmplovcd under the 
iiiain Coiumissiuner) a (xosaiiij to whom FoonunJliuree wiw Juigcly iiuhdih^rl, 
and to whom, therefore, he asslgui^d tiie revenues of these two villages. 

;i0. Poorundhurce has inh>i-misd me Ibat Raojee J^endsey's litileinnit 11* ** 
true, and has given me, as the name of the Gosain, l'urtchgeer’*j CAe/ir or /fisd- 
p/e, Smiihhoogcer ; and the (ioveinment, from the note set at the foot of 
thiii page,* addressed on the 17th tif lust month to the Jiesident at liidor^i, 
will set that it was to the Gooimo of this very person to whom Poffruiulluirce 
says he assigned his villager in liquidaliuu of his debts, that it was made over 
by Colonel Smith, and that Suiiibliongcer was i^oonmdhnree's gnicjal ageuL 
iti JVimitr—tluis saliafin torily ex plaining iu>w it eanu! to pass that the l■ev^!*Jt^*> 
the villages, though alienated in Surifijam to I'ooiuudhuree, was nev^r 
repiitted to Pyuna. 

31. That he abandoned Nuguum, in the sciiiic in which a man ubandou^i 
Ills own Jioiise wlien set on hie by an armetl banditti, is quite troo r the liiiiJ 
w-as wasted, tlie dwellings were desolated, and the village without a liglit,’’ 
ns tlie Natives express it; but not Ix^oause Pooruudliuree nbaiidoned them, 

* Mandtasir, 

My dear Mu, Out letter bciolit ticrconlj eoinniejiec in Fio I could lait 

iiad the Itttcr you allude to, dakd Mmeli 1920, hut Colmel Smith iscttkil Noj^u^va tlimu(fh 

** Iktteh^eer Hliuut/’ and hit fntnily has continiicd ever iiiioc te he the L^ulleg peqile mul 
banhen of the vilLaji^ ; hii atja (a) Siimbliouj^ecir ia the jjerHu the ruoruadliuree ]un in idtJir^e 
of and appQiuted hit geueruL pgciit in Niuan I prQjiotc cODtiuiun]^ tUo viUftge in, 

t^mbhoogcer^i multgement, 

Vourt mi>st binc'crtilyj 

(^i"ncd] K. R, KEATt.Yoii;, 

<oy DijOiik JhHve iw W, 
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bdi b«eauBe hotidefl of Piudorcea ccurtt^d fire and sword over tlie filams of 
India ; And it would be a niLsf^rable subterfuge, unworthy of the Biittsh do- 
vemmeni of a. d. 1817, still more of that of a. d. 1863, reigning over an em¬ 
pire, stretching, under the genius and energy of the present Ciovemor G^nemt, 
li'oin the confijifts of China to tliose of AHglianistan, to tell one wliotn Mr. 
l^iphinstone described as “ jxjor and in debt, and who left the PesJiwa early’"— 
\'oa eoiild not hold your own against those freebootersj the extermination 
uf whom wsn 4 only elfected through the iiistrumentality of a iionfederat^y of ull 
the Mnruthst powers and of tile united armies of Uie British in India, eom- 
inaridnd by the f joveriior General in po^i^oii; and you should, therefore, be 
treated as one who abandoned his jwist, and be £itri[i|icd of the indulgence coii- 
cederl to all otlior ^uviujumdars except yoiirBelf.” 

32. (Japfain Co\i'[ier iievt nssertH that the village of Boorhanuggur— 
Pi»i>riiUidlMU'cc^s i^Iaiui to wbicii was rejected—was exactly in the jiositioii of 
ihc Miiuiir ones. What this jiosition was 1 Jnivo shown, and hi Captain 
<'ow pit's own bo[jk, ahcn<ty rctbi retl to, I tnul ovidunce, certainly bearing no 
btrlti.T aiitiairity Hian iny own signature,—hut still vvlmt must be laVcu to be 
true till proved tip be ^illscJ—as to ihe (toudiLion of iioorJimiiijjgur* It is a re- 
|iOTl udtlrcssed by me, iis Agt’iit Ibr Sirduin, to the Governinc'nt, so long ago 
as May 4th, 1K43 ; it is us toHows : — 

** On l elercnpe to the records of the Pcsbw'us^ rioverumcnt, it appeare that 
the ptirtlons of the revenue of the village of Hoorhaiiuggur claiiuud by the 
ppslilhmcr wni' restoi'cil lo his graniUbtlier about a. i>. 1769, and again 
rntiTe<l in ihe (blJowiiig year as public pnijicrty, in conscMjUonce of its being 
^h‘^^c^t^‘d ; fiftd this icon thp in H'hichf ffvcorffmf/ to the J^ifftur aecimuts^ 
it. cambtuM till the ficcession of t/ie Jiritish (Tfwernttfent, and the CoJlector 
cpf Ahmed iiuggiir rejaurte the vithn/i; hn/i deserted for Oftc hrtHdrrtf 
fitn/ pJ'ti/^rrtrXfftfuithfit /Amr ix no rffror/i of the jtcfitioitf y /nwhiff enjotftvl 

irfutt hs clflints, and, in fiict, there is notiiing to enjoy, fipr tJio villuge being 
deserted, ils land must be waste* 

(Signal) “ JojiN WAkDiix.'" 

33, I leave tlie Goveinmciit to dotennilie whether Captain Cowper’s 
assertion is borne out by bis own record. 

34* Captai n Go wper'a nex t asserti on, imragra pb 19, is—" Tlie W i mar v i llagcs 
were included, it is tine, in Mr. McDoiirielfH statement, hnt subject to in- 
which was afterw^ards made by Mr. Chaplin, and which provetl that they 
did not, like the Doccan vi/luges, fidlil the terms on wJiic^h alone Mr. Blphin- 
Intone bad contemplated llic rc^toi-ation of any hnidiiig, whether Surinjam or 
1nain'’^'^tlie truth being, so fiur as 1 Jiavc been able to discover it, tiiat tl^ 
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amount of Rfi» which Mr. Elphinstotic actually granted* (as 

]*rcjvcd by ilic iuuicxfirl cxliact, not from Mr. McDunneiri» utateinent, but 
from Mr* ElplihmUiiio's own SuriiijanL list) waa composed of tlie iteuis 
hjiecinccJ below:— 


PcH^jia ... 

A hmerlnii^f^T 

Khaiidciii»lt .... 

Sattara ..... 

Nmmfp.pp ...... 


743 14 (» 
6,650 7 3 
i;300 0 0 
75- 0 0 
3,063 0 {) 


Total.pppRs* 1U,H33 6 3 

Mttreict from Mr* Ef.PHiXrtTONE^s IMt tfaffh^ers^ 
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And so far from any inquiry having been left to be made by Mr. Chaplin, be, 
in hia »;econd letter to Sir John Malcolm on tins subject* dated Januaiy 36tli, 
1830, snys:—It itvM tlierefore decided that tliey {the Nimar villages) should he 
restored to him (Pooruiullniree) by ourGovommenb comntoti tcilh person¬ 
al Jeffheer of all persons ti^onsiderad dcserviAg of this indnigence throughout the 

* " Almett the whale qT those gratrfs Imve aow hepn lUueA hf, *■ GoTemorin Couaejl, 
wrote tg the GoTermuent of India nt early h May lltb, 1^20. 
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mhole of ike }atc You wilL oljsafVB that (lie claintR of 

iho^ who lield their personal Jagheem of tlie Pcsliwa are quite distinct from 
siii^h as lidil Jiiglicer i^rtuLta from Ibretgn princefl> tm in the case of Holkar 
alluded to in Mr. Elpliinstone's letter of the I7th July* Ax the Snprejoe Go- 
pfrument. has alrtad^ xanctidieU the /ionuriUik the laie Commisxio/ieT^sjtfOceed- 
mffs on these points, you will not, jierlmpSi utidcr tliis cxplaiiationj. eonalder a 
further'reference necefisary.” 

'^5* TJjc foroguiu^ extracts &pcak for theni^elveSi and I ah^tain from 
remark, 

CapCiiln Cowper'rt next asserti<m which it Istlls to me to notice is that 
coiitiiiuerl in hisSSth and 37th pani£;ra[>hs, that the revised Surinjam lists* were 
MUiietioiu’d fff.rterafh/, and that it w'as with rclereticc to tliis sanction tliut Foo- 
niiidhurcn was placed in posstession* 

If yon will do me the fni'oiir to refer to the 30th para^rraph of the 
icttcf from the rinnoniljle the Court of DiTootiw dated OctolK^r 3lith, 
yen will olxscrvc tliat thev orif/l/tffti'fi the question wi to iviiethcr Vittuirao 
l^fHjnLiiidiinrLe Juul been treuled sudiciently lilicrally hy the Govemnicnt,— 
" The oi'ipjiual {I, f*, the Deccan estate) beiii^(they said) of the early date 
of A, ij, 1741, it must, under the principles laid down in the pro&cnt despatch, 
l»e hcif'ditary, and we direct it to he so consiilared-” 

Oti this, instructions wcix; issued to me as A^ent for Sirdiirs, to ascertain 
whether the ftiiuily of the laU' Vittuirao Mulhar Foorundluirco possessed 
any dociimciihiry proof of the estate held by tiic deceased Iiaviti^ been ^ranti:<l 
In liis family jo the year 174L 

To answer to the requisition, T wivstc luj follows (Ajjent for Sirdars ti> 

(lovci'oiiiciil, dattnl Dfx^eiid>cr ^ilth, 1844, paiii^raph Jfl) :— 

** h\ itqdy to yonr lust [isira^raph, 1 have tlu! liononi' io state that the 
fiLmdy of Vittuirao Midhar Poonmd/uircc has jiroduced twenty-one HiimidH 
or titlc-deods, of whioh tburtt^en relate to his Suiinjani in Poona and Ah¬ 
med nuggiir, and seven tohh estate in NtMdtmtant ^Ulch last, 1 am iidbrmeil, 
has been i-esnmeci, although granted by two Sunuds, dated, one in a* o, 
1789', and die other in a . i>. J744, and which should, therefore, be restored 
with arreais. The Poona and Ahniediinggur po^sses^lont! ttiti aeeureil by 
Sumids bearing dates from A, o, 17Id to a, o, ]7(i8* Of tiicse seven ait; 
dated subsequeiidy to A* lu 17o}; but afi all tlie#ie refer to older grantw, 
and Mr, P^Iphiostonc declares die estate to have exii^ted i*cvenly-eight yeaiti 
in 18JLI, vvhidi gives the year a, d* 1741 m tlmt of the original giant, as 
Bct down by me in the list of 1834,. I Uimk no mistake can have been 
made on this pomt/’ 

40. Thifi ortler fiom the Court of Directors was made just one year njier 
the resumptioa of the Nimur estate^ and if anybody had then understood there 
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wftflany diptinction to bemads between diifFerent portions of tile PoomndUiirw* 
cHtatp, t.fic Nimur ewtatn beinff the iiir^Htannent, mydisrcgarfl of this dlstioetiLiii 
woiilfi liavc l)Ocn observerl by the fjrovomitient the day, Beeinf;r they KPru- 
tinfsod my lissls for tlie long ]»criod of Hflcen mootlisi^ and ^vould mit Imvo 
luiJed to rder to the order of the (loverinncnt of Tmlia dated tbc- 7tliof Oet*j- 
bcT JH41 rciTiirdinj^ the TThidootitaii estate, wlueh oifler was then m-ent and 
Jn roeolleetion, or, if tliw had esenped tin: Ihimbay Govermnent, rf would not 
have been overhjoked by the Crmrl of Directoi'fi, whoge deH|iatHie» on thi.^ 
Miihject are drawn n]i with an aeeiiraey and care which TabhU the ^njiposillon 
that the eviwtunice of two diKtiiuit estates was not observoil hy thenu Resides, 

I beoin hy telbn^j; llie ( if^vermnent that Ponrnndhnn^e had iivinled hini- 
solf of the opportunity pfiven him 1o upcn out his whoh^ c'ilsis :—“ 11 
jirndnced say) twenty-one Snnnds, of wliirh seven relate to his r'fttate in 
Ifind oostiin.” Translations of tln^seStninds were laid bcibreilie futvernmeiit hy 
jVli^ Ri'Oivn, and were, as J presume, handed nn trj the Court of Directors ; and 
it is, llieretitre, the very opposite of tho Ikcl, as jie^irfk liiis ease, that the 
n-Yised Snrinjam lists were saiietiornulhy ihc itoiionthfe the Court 
of Dlreetni'Sj as Lilloged in ('aptam (havper^p 'idtli paragraph^ ha tfiis was ono 
of tw'cnty-two deelaredly e^:eept^omil eases, leLpmling meh of wdiirb it had 
been advaneetl by me that a wroiur dc'clsion had hem ]]iiLSsed ; mid as rei:v'].i'<|M 
this case, no less than hveiity-mie title-deeds were delibertitely eonsklered 
beflii'e the (^nmi jvleasrsl die Iavo estiitus^ 

4L After all that lies been said, 1 need not notice se|>arate[y CLiptaln 
(jfjw'perV eomdudin"' assertion that tlini Niinur eshite liad bia;n held umdiT 
|u^enli:ir el re mn Stances, and was j'estrnied to Ronmndhiinic as an art of ■^rare, 
the dreiimstalices hrin^; orihnary eiicimistancrHi, and the resbmitton of i:very 
tSuiinjarn on every lapse heini^ an ar t of ^l ace. 

4l2. Jt is hardly nerrssary, citlier, that I shonlci alJtide to Mr. 1 laii's oprn- 
itig af!Perlion that the villages and Unmls ivcre eontii>iieil on imperteet infbr- 
inalion, and oiii^ht tfj havo lapsed to (rovenimerit on ViUiilniu'^s death; but 
must notice Ins niii^statement on a j joint ^m which n. misstatctniruit is ImRlly 
excusable,—vl/. the j^coi^raphieal poMtion of the viituges of PooniiKihnree, 
and hiij de<luclions from this misstatement lliat the Tinaly of RcKJiin, and ihi! 
^tuleii Imsetl thereon by Mr, ElphiiistJiijc, were “douhly fatal" to Poorun- 
dlmree*s claim, 

4*b By Article XIV. of the Treaty of Poona dated l!5th Jtme lH 17 j“ 0 r just 
iKd'one tlie war which ended in the conquest tjf ail hiii dominions^—the Peslkwa 
citded, with some iirelevaiit exceptions, to the East fiidla Company, generally^ 
all tights and pretensions, cifeveryflenondnatioo, which lie posscssml in the coun- 
to the wirth of the river Netbiidda ; and Mr, Uart says tlmt the Surinjam 
in Nimat would appear' to have been included amongst the ceai^ions made by 
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the Treaty of Poona. On tlm (jucstton of gcograpliy Mr. Hart might liavo 
been ex[>ected to report positively. Jfe was, however, altogetlicr miatahen, 
I have referred to the map, and to Che local uutlioriticE in Nimar, and Imve 
aKei'tained that the villages arc xmlfi of the Nerhudda, and have no more tci 
do with the Treaty of Poona than they liave with the Treaty of Faria; but 
tveii if lln^y had, after the uhdicatitjn of tlie Peshwa the locality wa» imma- 
terial, .Jn June IB17, tho Brltiali Gi^vciumcnt would not, ofcourHe, liave rts^ 

I ognifted aiiciiulion^ oftemtory ceded to it: if tlie Peshwa'^ subjects held laiidfl 
there, it snij-lU hare been hisi businewif, hat certainly m^t that of the Britii^li 
(i.)vcinaic^at, t<i luako eompciisutioEi fo tljcm, ivnd !so diminish the value of the 
crftflhm; hut from the moment the Hntish Govemment became rulers of the 
Oetniii, tlicKc peo[ile wrmld, of conrsc, Imvo hud tlie name elaini on it whieh 
they woiiid havchfwl on the Pchiiwa'fJ Goveriunt ,it; and, moreover, testing this 
< liiim by tlie i nic which is liald to Ik^ iutJ to it, we find it a good one, for the 
Jugbeer nettiully lidd up to llie war, aiul, by unteriug it in tlie 8urinjani 
(isl, Mr. ICIpl liiiiitoiie " E^HpiH:ialiy djmcLc<l it tu he restored '; but, aii I said 
before, Mr. tJailV dwhictions are dfmvu froin a geogruphital error, 

-U, JC will he observed that Mr, Mitls, in his Siulejam lists, saya of 
Vikiilrao P[Joriuidlmree ,—** ile has lately, also, bt^ciii deprived by the Nizam, 
in spite of urgent I’iuiionsfi imces of the Bombay Goveriimtint, of a Surinjain 
yieUiing lls, 11,000^’; and 1 uiu iafi aTiii:d,hy Kaojee l\uidsay, the hri'cdiliu’y 
DufHU' KarktPoii alluded to in [uini^iaph :>!), ihut when Poorundlnuep jaessed 
lliis lojis on Mr. Cluipliu's uttciUicm, lie always s^aid,—" 1 Imve given you 
your Nimiir i!iurinjam, doift think of that luse any mei ^*; and if tins be true, 
—111 ell lixun the higli charsichir anil position of my informant I have no 
douht it is,—the Nimar estate ivas held on far btit>ngcr gmiiud tiian even 
that In iJic Deccan, 

45. Besides antiquity of grant, dm claim and coiidltion of the original 
grautei^ and tlie respectability of the then pi‘eseiit representatives, were to be 
teats of the degree of eoiisidei'utum which a Smlnjanidar vvas to rL'coive at our 
hai^du. To ijhow that PiJoruiidhurec atnnds this test, as well as that based on 
rei;ords and title-dei^rlH, ] need ojdy copy Mr. Eljjhiustoiie's note opposih; 
Ids name in the Suriiijam list—is of llm giijut funiily of Poorundliuree. 
He is jKKjr, and in debt. lie left tlie Peshnu eaily in the war, and returned to 
bis village of Mourtemijoudwah, but lonccoied himself to avoid waiting on 
me when 1 passed it in April.” 

40, To recapitulate :—1 have shown that I Imd never seen, and, tlierefor^, 
could not liave alluded to the coircspoiidence between Mr. Mills and the 
finvernmcot; that no wilful suppression of it is, however, to be suep^ted, as 
the merits of the rlaim on tlie Nimar lands were fully diseussed in conse¬ 
quence of a specific reference fi^om the Court of Directors; that (hat correspond- 
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t-iirp irhitoii tn;i Tromtliftt mui llmtin rccoiTl- 

liio iiiujuirr Mi ^vhidi ciHct-t wuh tu lin yivtti to the SuiJiijam s<ittle- 
meniiif (iir Court fiC J>irec'tor,H, It wm pl‘^)]XJso^l by me to set aT>E(]c twenty- 
two (iLXiHjons of the (iovelament, tlio nature of such decisiifu- 

linviiij^; hnliTfh in Some sj>rt Jed to tlie new seUlcineilt; tJut tile Aiiiiio- 
[■stair: ous lidil on titles beurio^r dale aiileiior to A. D. 176J, was in |jos:aessiogh 
n|i u> ijte ivur, w!ls luoLuihtil iti Mr, Klpilins^tone's Siirinjuiii Ji^t and inurkerL 
'* hcrrdilarVj” mid was liereditury, by the principles of tlio new Stirinjuiii 
settk'inceti “ in the i'lillest sense of the word” j that the AsstsLant Jnniii Com- 
missitnin-, t'ajiluiii 1ms toU {pjiin^ra[tlj "2r3) lus oilh-inE superior, Mi% 

ITai'L, that it wsls wllh refeiviLce In t\m fft^/icrfd sanction of llic ( knnt of UiiTC- 
tois to the I'l vised h'ariiijiiiii lids thut ihe Mirmr villnv^cs were restored, deli'* 
btn ute and llou! onier rd' |lie Chi'Vrn'nna'nl of I talia having, aiErleii Atr. I Tart to 
I lie < loveiitniea!, di‘[dai''r’d fliem liipsinl,’—the truth hidnj^ limt hefore 1 r'Veii liiiil 
my haail on llta mi lsi'd llsK, m'^ area liearil itf tlie t:tsk that vvu^ to 1k>^ eowi- 
nnlteil tn nic\ tlie I loiinralde llio ( jmnl of DiiX'ctm's thniiselvi'S SMi-do[l onl 

" iTn 

tfiis imin's ease iis one in whieh, os re^aidi‘d his villages in the Decenn, Vr'rtiit 
rd'[-onsiideration hinl hr-eii shown to Jdia hy the Uondjay fiovernineiit in con- 
thr I lie pn cinl of a Hrrnttff life oidy, wliut, i'l vliluo of a Sttnnd (In led 
A. u. I7dl, Mr, I^ifiddnsjoiic tleclarod ** liemiitary/' and directed the iioinhay 
f ■[^vernineiit not to mriLe any more references fo Kn^lund, not to usk lor 
a frenei'al sauelion, or any oLiier KOielion, hr-fmethey aeted, hut Ut eoaskler the 
Surinpun hmsUttuy, c;ii the jiiineiples Udd down hy dieru^ and Ik]orun<lfnmHj 
avcLiled liriiis^'lf of the hainlsonie niLimiEa' iii: wlihdi the Lfoiuirahle (^otn l, with¬ 
out oven his poll I inning them, lanl aitciH'ated bis eaiise, to Tain!]; forwaixl his 
wliole ease, and show that still liar<fei‘ ineasare thini tiiat whieh he h;id receiv¬ 
ed of the Ofjvormnent of Bombay laid Im^cii deiilt out to him l>y the troveni- 
niciit of India, in allowaiiij him his ^fimiir viElai^es for owe life only liisteail 
of' two, uhhoiijrh tlx'v iverr held under a more nnrhmt title, dated pihii’ iit 
A. D* 1742; >vcre, CLpiidly wnth the Dcreaii villageSj deeluixd lici'editaiy'^ 
tyrants hy Mi'. Ulpbinsiopc; and were, moreover (und this is a very strong 
l>oirit, hecaniic unknown to the Otiverimr Gencmi hi Council who pni^scd 
the original dedaion, and to Ids Lordship in Council who has now direel- 
[ i\ tha resumption o? the vllla^ca), taken sis coEiiieiisatii>n for a Surinjaoi of 
more tluin tliree times tlieir value, which Poorimdliurce lichl in the N^ixain's 
ronntry, and which that prince woidd not feun-ciidcr* 

47. It id true that I answered this f^poclal and particular i^rcrenee to 
Poorundburee'a case in a letter on the whole of the Stirhijams; but, as I have 
already shown ynti, so far from this case being ti'ealedgenerally,’^ it was 
liaudlcd hy me, aiul afterwards by Mr, Drown, individually and particularly, 
It being one of two instqnces only In wTdeh the Sunuds tliemsclvea were 
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and eeiit t<i r,ii|;l:uiil in Hiifiinxl of llie (k’ri>iions4j and llii^ tiLTiusK 
the Honorahk; Cuni t hud singled out Llit; uiajj's chj^Cj mid uixlnred n ixcoiibidera- 
tlQUi of it^ 

48. The orAcm of flia Govcfiimcnt of India m to IViinai were no 

njoi'c final tlinri: tlio*ie of the Horn bay Governnient in regard to the IJoeean ; 
and that he ko cun^?ideix;d the inattev i^u^ evloecd Uy (he aha'ilty vi itli vvhirh 
the vilhigiefl were lOiitoml when tlie tjt>veinur Cieneral in Conneil lieurd of the 
(hial mderfi of the Court of l)ii cctx>rfi. 

4[h And 1 state iny o|jiiii<n]j resjieelfully liiii nnt’eBci'vodl}', that to I'esnine 
(hej^c vilhtgC!^ without u rctorenee to Rutland is at onee to <lisidH'y the home 
atdhoritk-s and violate ]ndjlle fultli witli the sun of a ]ioor aiui Loyal subject^ 
uho uhiunluned the tVsliinf:^ sianJard a^; soon as the llritisli dj;r was hoisted, 
and :lI] heeanse u Cidimel fSniltli wrote lliat a village wliieh had been bunit down 
by PindHirecs l|^d run into tliiek juiiole,^^ and was nut iiibabited Isy " liuinaii 
erefitures" ; and uddethon hearsay, two in ivs|>eL'E lo bolii of wldeh 

he was iiror.'d to be ciiiitc wtoii^,— vIk. that the otiier village was a screUa 
Jagheei'aiid [aid been ahundoued by Pouniitdhijn’^r’s mahagiT,—u |ir('snn;il and 
loeal liu|ini'y Imvjiigtwo yeurs afterwards established tlmt Colonel Smith hafi 
lieen inii^iuh>Mned, and (hut the tenure was persoituh and not Ibr ijiri ^iee, the 
possession of Pooiundlimee froin time iiijineinoi'iul having been only twieo 
intiumjiled, and Ihai by foree and imirputioii, and the last dis[Hisscssioii 
Laving a t vi\ six yom'S betoie the llrilisli aeres^ioii. 

TjO. f, tkercfoi-e, elosc lliis (I uin uliaid) tedious letter by u rejintition of the 
opinion wliieh led (o the whole dbeussion,—“ Py uii ovei-siglit”—an oversight 
f the print i|iles laid doivn by lVIr» b'lplihistune in A. ii. JSIJS, and saiielioiied 
Ity the lioiiic authorities—“ this poilioii of Pooruudhiiree’s Surlnjam was 
lefuiiietl by Covenimeut wJien tlie remuiiiider wiis restored to the present in- 
eninbeiit.” 

JjL 1 trust the Moat Ntjble the Governor Geneml in CoutieiJ will permit 
ihe two villsu^es and tlie Umul of Sangvec to remsiin in Poorondhuipe's 
pudsession till the sentiments of the TIonoi*able the Court of Direetors on tlie 
preaeitt coiTespondenco bind I have been obtained* 

J have tlie honoiii to bc^, &e. 

(Signed) J* WAn&EN| 

Lflte Agent for Sirdars. 


a 







iifthx tfi i/iti JiiioH'hiiy Ilf^poH hif (Uiptalu T. A. Ciiwpeh^ dtUiiti Pouiw, 

I’.LrpKd Ci'-iitfrnhi. 

I 

1 U> ‘1 lulrudiitUjrj. 

"* 7 'Mr* El]ilIIn’^Unices Itidcffp rkflariilK <’|ij<>yiii(^nit flI Hik hmikin^ 

uut i>f llir i>Jir with iLii: T^'iiliwai [i.> lii- A isttr^ nifH to Mii' tun- 
tjiiumii'c cif any inatu or S^Lirkijnui. 

How till' lucl or^Liili uHniil mjuyuiL'ut \i:n rts('i:L'ljiiin;'>l, 

jTlic aliuvv UuLh^k sauttioncd. by tlic Sii|irt‘mt: t Joviriiiui-nl, 

t 

HI' A'lUiilrnu Miilliar J*i>f>rniiilhiircc^js SLiriMjsini h«iw riTunk-il Mi, 
EIjiliiii&lujK-'ii Stcrt'Uiryj Mr, 

11 liF 1 1 iJHHc] dillDliim' ciitori'd ui tlic li^ts by Mr, RI]ihjii-stiniii' in 

the Supreme Government, 

Mr* ElpliiiistniiO'd not |ieri't‘rt in llicir ilrlnil* nnd biKiLilil^ llirrr- 

Ibre, be nlwjiyij I'fjlljitril with utlii^r turtLironiin^ rei^irilsj uitpetinify 
the Mnrwthee ilueiinieul!i on whith they wem fninieiL* 

I fi mill 17 Unles laid iluwii by llie Supremo ficivcrnniciit. Inr tlie ['im[!iiuiiiic<-ut 
Suruijains in tJio torriUny oonijiLcrcd frimi tlic I'eslina, 

Hi (d iIO Subsequent iSlipLiry nod coiiipLi'lion Ilf Air. Et]diiiisttiine% Eirrangemcjiti 
regarding^ the Surinjniiif^ by bis siicecsHiafi Mr* Gbaipliii* 

iVt* ISoorhunuggur Dr<lcTod to 1)0 restoroLl tn Vitttilrnn Miilbar Pou- 
nindliuii^Oj iLiongU evidontly nti ii]nj)crfott iiitijnmilEiin* 

21 The condition of the Nlmar lioklliigif at tho breaking out uf tlic war 

not oscerlaitiod tintil le^cr Air. Elpbiiisldoo^it dopArt lire from the 
Deccan* 

-3 to 31 Mr* Chapliira corrc^ipoiiilencc with Sir John Malcolm regarding the 
Niitmir SiiriHjnm, ending in its. restoration by the Utter officer as Inam, 

33 tu 42 inquiry finljBpqucntrj ordcreil by the Supreme Government, icsnltitig 
in the contimjancse of tlic Nimar Snriiijam to ViLlnlran Mtilbar 
Poonindlnii'cc, nu its proper tdi(iurc,*i* e* Suriiijam^-^aud nnJer a 
Sunud specially provkliing for its resumption at hia deatli* 

Recapitulation gf the early proceedings regarding iLic NLiiiar vilUgcE* 
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[Tlie MokfUisa Uinul of four out cf five of tlic Ninior vUUgca iievur, 
I lioivf'VfTj rcatorrcl itt fl]I, 

iVillnOTfl ill tlir ijintrirt of witicli wan iiftci'Tvaffli Ci'flctI to tko 

I Cr 

; Nizimij rf^i^torcid in Suriojaiiii to \ittulraa Mullmr Tiioriioilliii^, and 
iKiw hokl Ly his sun. 

On Vihiilmo Mnlliar'^s dfatli in Nioiar portion of i\iv Sn- 

riiijniii rtflUTnt'il, and Uit Uccean portion L'onliiiiicil lo liid ('hiiu- 
I najt^£! ViituL 


llVu Uoorlsptunji^^^nr f^knwii liy the (’lotlfctoi* of Alimednug^ur lo have 
I hi'tii licUl hy Vittiilrrio .Mnlliar up to hia dcaili in IK'11). 

jCluititmjL'i' VitturM rc'ipLefit tor iIjo ri',str]rftU{>Ei of llio Nimar villagi^ti 
, Lii'jTiLlivcil Ipy the Jhioiliay OcieerninciiU ou iLr ivport of the A^'iiL 
i lipr Sivdftir^j. Mr. MiiL. 


I'CJke aulp3ui]iieiit rermnnieiulation iiy tlac same oHirer, that thr Nimar 
I villn^E'H stronld lut restored to ('tiiiuiidjoG Vi ttul^ Uiude on erroiu'Oii^ 
I fproinidM, and finally ncgativcrl by the fpovcniinetil of India, llio deei- 
\ sion l>eiu^ communicated to Alilb, 

TUc onlcrs of the nonornblc Coin t legardliig the Deccau tfuriujanii 
ifisuec! in 1K ['J, nTerred jofr/y to dutu of uriginnl grant. 


jThe Deeean and the Nlmar ^nrinjiinitj both entered, m^d in both 
I efiscs ineorreelly cnteml, in Mr. Warden's lists of ItilJi the 
j former iHing represented ns wholly granted before A» i>» 1751* 
uhereda a Inrge jiorlion granted auh^eqiiently io that yenr, and 
the iTuuiiijjtiuu of ihe latter, umU^r tlie i^ceunt ami dt JjJj^'rately du- 
I eiissrd orders of IK 11, beingdeseribed iia huTing taken place by an 
orersigliitH’^ The Mokassa Uimilis of four in Nimnr, wbidi 

hud jfeer/' itet'/i reirfftrctl fft alt to Vittulrao Mtdharj also cjitured as to 
be contiuiied to his sort* 


The foregoing entry iti Mr, M’^arden's lists presefyed oa their revision 
by bi!» aueiTeusor, Mr. Browi^, who fnnihihed iranaUtions of SuiuuU 
for the Xtmar villages, but nai ol the Sunuds for the Tillages In tho 
Uccean, llic original dale of grant of which had been, aud continucci 
lo be erroncouiily stated* 


Nimar l illagea restored, and Uvge arrears paid to Chimonjee Vit- 
tal Poorundhuree, eonscijuent on the foregoing erroneoua statcincrLt 
in the Surinjam Ibl^ whieh were geii^rally approved of by the Honor¬ 
able Uonrt of Dircetorg. 
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70 
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81 
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83 


84 and 85 


(yUfitaiji OoM'|ic.T^s r^povt brinj^pu;; tKe^^e crrorEi to noticp} aiitl 11 jo InninL 
('cjniiriLh>iimrT'fi Hubinittiiig tills report iu Oov4TJiiTiii'']:)t^ 

3'lic rL‘suii:i[jtJoii oC t!ic Nitoar \'iLLo^ lecoinnirudeil hy tlio 

Ciovornm'ht, Jiiid onltrocl by the (jovcriinioiit of iritllti, on tlie iihm ii 

rcjKirt. 

''riic Ag^'iit fcir Slrdiipa informed aeeordin^ly, midi ordered to er.tsu I ho 
Nil liar ulloges front the Surlnjnin Imla. 

TiiEf HoHoraljlo 31r- WanlcD, lUi the liitct Ag<*nt for SiriJars, rrvjiiOiilril 
hy (iuiuniiiLCiit to cj^pUin the rirmneotnt ijtiitemenl in the iijjti?, 

‘IMie ironio'iihh* Mr^ anion’ft reply in novei'niiiC'iit funviirdL-cI jhir 

t'jiplaiii Cuiiper':^ c\|jlanntion on the ohiscrr^ntiuiis theixoii i iride. 

The iiitbriiiHi,tioti rr^ganliiijij tho Niuiar villugcs fllFonlftl liy tin' ^nriii- 
jam liiiii of IH J4 ninl IH-17 mi only be corrretly dej^i^nated an “inosl 

imiperleeU'* 

I'hfi fin illy arrajigenieni of the Ajgeiit’ji rt'coMs, which cxi^teLl vhcii 
A[r- ^Vftl^dcn succeeded Mr. ililla in I8l3j still la fonw!. 

The crroiieoo!) Rtatemeuli hi the Surijija™ liats^ muut appaTi^nUy liun: 
originated in wiUnl !nippTCB.^loiii by the Agcnl^ft snbordiiiuti'ji oJ' tUi: 
iiitornmlioa which vtHa on recordj while the explanation now ollcnd 
on tJiLs ]Maiit by iLifi Honorable liVaTElou ran not, a/t hiir mt'a 

jftetioi/i he aecepted* 

Tlie abore licw of the case confirmed by what haa been disrovmd 
and n-purlcd by Captain Coivper rej^rditig other 8iii'injam«^ and 
especially in regard to tho Decenn portion of till:; uiic (Tm^rnn- 
dhnree^s). 

The ILonorabJe Mr. Warden apparently miatahen in stating that hiei 
report on tho Suiiujama was not even ooti'^cd by tlie Gomeniiinnit 
before his departure from India. 

'file “ local dedsiona” on Suriojama to which the Ilonora^ble Mr. \rar- 
deii has referred differed entirely, ns to the grounds on which they 
were passedj from the deduoD of the Supreme GoverDiueut in neganl 
to the Nimar Tillages, and it is apparently, thereforCj a consequence 
that no comparison drawn between the one and the other cou hold 
good. 

The Honorable Court did not, vpjiarently, issue the orders upon wliich 
the liets of 1814 were directed to be framed, irjres[tccLl\e of the 
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l*^*^**’ Contents. 

Gtivpmor Gcuor^r^ opinbn, niitl still ksaa ^‘iiTespcctiv'cof all timt hod 
potic before." 

Hii ntid rtO 'flu; ortltTH of the lIctiidraTiU' (jloiirt liiul no reference trhiitcvcr to 

#it tlie out of the war, or lo the Hnlcg refillin^ 

auc‘h poH^eJJ.non^ which hnd rtlniLinCil iiii full force ns ori^iitally 
and uiuJtT ^vltii-h itjc Siiprcnii' Guiernnicjit hail deciiJcd lit the case 
of the Nlmar ^ilhigCH. 

Hj Ont of the fwe]itv-two Snrinjanis referred to by the llonomldc Mr. 

\VnrJen> "!< lliupte (he restoration of TThlch he ti'foiouieii(le<l li^ the 
lists Iff mu hecanse they had been gr:uttcd lirtorc a* d. irSl, the 
Xiinar ^nriiijaiii was Ihi^ ritilj oiio the restoration of whieh was pre- 
el oded by othiT n'ftHiois whhdi ouv^ht to have hiM‘Ot but which weie 
not slated. 

HS The I'jief lm)H;;lit to ootiee liy the loam (’cnniiiissjoiier veiL% hoircver, 
quite n ilistineL one ; it waft that n drhbvratc and full ihseoKsioii of the 
(ioveroinent of fndia had Ijceii ileyeribed iu the iUca oa “an oser- 
si-ht.'^ 

Uh ie It'H* Ifonorrildo ^Ir. M'^aivlcn, hi deserihinjT the ri'Storatiun of tin' \iniar 

vilJagefi to Virtiilr.iu Alnlhar J^^o^lndllllln'e, has oitiJthhd In sfjife 
that they were restoin'd hy a Sn/tud j|/>ee(wf/y jirovidiiij^ foi" tliclr re- 
siinqilloo at Vin.iilrAo''s death, 

yJi Is the lerni “olhrial tenure^' ™rTect!j ajiplicnble to these Snrinjamg, 

H!f nam f 

IJt and yn irapUhi ('owpet ihd notin his former rejiert on the Nhiiar Tillages, 
wilhludd from the Govcmineiit any iiilbrinatlon rejiarding them of 
which liG Iras in pn&sessioin 

96 A portbn of Captain Uowpcr'i? former report has Ji«‘u misupiotuiL 

97 Bcftsona for noticing fairly and folly (‘very point now brought forward 

by Mr, Warden. 

93 Captain Cowper’s statement that Sir John ^faIco]m had furniaheJ eei - 
tmn ioformaticn to the T>eccfln CnnioiJiiEioiterj apparently^ in accorih 
ance with nffickl usage, 

99 Hcasona for conjaidering certain oorrcspondeDCe relating to the Xhnar 
villager reallvj though not nominally public* 

10 9 to 104 Ctitaui tufojnnatioii to which the Honorable Mr* Warden attachea 
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C^dDtgiifi. 


valliPi dors uotj appaicntly, affect Captain Cowpcr's Tcjiort of 
l|u^ 2Bth F^luraar^ lost an the Nlinar viUageEi. 

It docs not appear that every viUnf^ iu Ximar wai; at the hn-akiog not 
of the war foumh like of PodtiiudhorCiV lua wholly abandojtei) 
StAtC. 

ITie Nitnar villaj;f5 wci'e not euntniucd by tlie Supreme (iovemment 
Dfl the other SuriiijiiTTifi wtrre, hot VIC re spedallj order'd to be resinned 
at the iiicunihciif s death ; and their luuilhiiifiiiec at all wrs in fidllh 
mi'nt of nn oliligutioii iro posed on the t^overnToeiit by ilie tTror td‘ 
their Agents Sir John Mtdoolrn^ 

'flio Nimar ullages ought not, ap[tan:Mith, to have been cnteri’d in the 
lists of 18-M :il nllj eertniuly not willLaiit full esplanatioiu 

This exjilatiatiuii noiivyij^' fAe/ftst ftitte afforded. 

Neither the fnam Comiidssioner, Mr. Hart, uor his AsJ^isiant* CapUin 
Cowper^ hove jU^stained^* from InviLing the attention of (ioveni^ 
merit to anything hearing un the eflue rujroried on ntid within thoir 
knowledge, niueh leas have they siipprc^jiiiMl tluj “Leaf evidence'* 
forthcoming In favour of a claimaut. 

The fitet of PDorinidliurec's Niinar villages hliving heen found ahan- 
Joned \id3 known to tin: Uccean CitiniinHsionerj Clinplin, and 
alluded to hy him, 

Pooriiiidlmrcr*8 ** right uf possession” was nut "iu forec” at the break¬ 
ing out of the war. 

Mr. Klphinstoiie^s onlers regarding " right of ]>u3scaGiurn'^ 

These o/ilers sanctioned by tlic Supreme Government^ who must have 
liad them in view when afterwords deciding on Poorundhnree'a claim 
to the Niniar viLltgca, 

Ttic application uf tlic&e ordera Ulustrated hy the caae of a portion of 
the Snrinjam of the 'WaiuoickuT family. 

[The temporary interruption of enjoyment by Sindia and Trimhukjee 
Dengliaj to which the Quiiorable Mr. Warden has alitidedt nut hither¬ 
to Tcferrcd to at oil by (JokmcL Smith, Mr. Hart, or by Captain 
CowjicF^ yet, Buppoaiug It Co have lasted np Co the war, It akuic 
would have been fatal to PoonutiUiuree*s ebam to tJie Nimar villages. 

Evidence of the ahnmlontDcnt by Poorundhuree not of one, but of all 
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tlio Ntiimr rillagicid on wliioU lie preferred cloimi^ iraa before tlic 
Siiprnitie Govcriinitnt when they pEiascd a deoisioii in 1823, 


Tlie lierodiUtry Duflur Karkoon, llaqjoc Feiiil-^ayi can have up per^oiuil 
knowledge of the statt? of the NLmat tillfig™ in 1817j ka he was then 
muny Innidreda of mike ofTj at Poemd, ami 09 he Ijas ne^'er visited 
Lliem cluriisg hla lifetime. 

i2i 

Neither run Chiiiiuujee Vittid PuomndUuiMM^ (the present rrprcaentii- 
tiro of the faijijly) jioEKitys nny sndi kuoirlHgc^ us lie wua not tlirn 
born. 

i'2f* 

Tlie inforuiAtion whidi the Honorable 3Mr, Wnrdeii has <|m>(eil regard¬ 
ing tiic (■oiiuvoo to whom iJio Niiimr vilLogi^ aro said to hnvo hern 
nioi'ti^rti^^d by J*oorniidliurn’ niii&t, if cori'ectj hrhdd to eorroljoi'nle 
the f^vlclrnor ohEnliiCtl by Culond 8]iiEti]i that they weitr found at tiiu 
breaking ont of 4he nar in nn uhandoiied sUto, 

V2G to 12;> 

Uen^^u!} for deprecating the extenaion of a discruifsiou ri^garding an error 
iu the Miiriiijaiii lists, to i|iU'stluiis fiunh Us the ]Kjlicy and power of 
the Iti-itish Oovrrnnient^ or the jun'erty and loyalty of its siilijcetii. 

I3U tu l.iri 

The grounds upon whirh Captaui Cowjicr rcp(tried iVtab Uoorhanuggiir 
to have bcen^ ul the Inraking out of the war in 1M17, exactly in the 
position of the Kiniar rillngcN, 

13(i to 

ili\ l']lphuistjO[ic^a urrungpiiifiits were not only suhjwl to iiujniry, wliieli 
Mr, Chaplin sabscrpieiitly made, but wore oiuteijally altered euii^e- 
rjueiit on tlmt inquiry. 

]J0 

Tlow I^fr, Chaplinas Jjirpuiy jidi'ctcil the Nimar villages. 

Ul nihJ LJ2 

(Trniinds f{>T ileuignating the Ihnuiruble Conrt^S approval of the revised 
SurJiijaTn lists a general one. 

ii:j 

The order'ii nf ilic Honorable Court issm^d ui IHJ2 hud no rtTcrcuee to 
Che Nimut Snrinjnin, the resnuiptinn of wliioh was inconroctly nqnre- 
Bciitcd in the list a of 1HJ4, and the Agcjjt'a letter tmusmitlhig the 
lists entirely failed to correct the error. 

L^4 And [4 a j 

As neither the Domhay Government nor the Ifoiiorable Court adverted hi 
any way to this error^ it tony he presumed tijat they were not uwnre 
of it. 

UG 4 

Chimnujecyittul Pcorundhiirco does not appear to liaee stated the who!* 
of liw case to the Agent for Sirdars iu 1813* hut to have withheld u 
portion uf h materially sifecthig the Nbnar riJIages, 


^ ii 
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Mr* JfBrtj the Jat^ iTmm Cummlssloner* in 3uppo»iiig the Nicnar 

to have hcan ceded by ilic Trt^ity of Pooiiil* was proL^ldy misled by 
the nordiug of a portion of one of Mr, Elphiustone's Irlters cm the 
anbjeot. 

The mere etiiry of this or any oilier Surinjam Im Mr* Elphinstonc's lUts 
neither ciiaiircd its resloTiitioii, nor conveyed any direction that 

it aiiould be restored* 

it does not appear possible that Mr. (Jlmfiliii could liavc rostorcil the 
Xirriftr villages iu ooiiimiilatiou for luiythitie; lield lu tlu; Ni£nm’'s 
country. 

Additionnl proof now afforded of the nccebsjty of receiving with extreme 
rant ton oral evidoiico siniilnr to that of Ifaojee iVndtiayj the heredi- 
tftry Du ft nr Karkoori* 

A foil diiicu'^sion of the N'iinar case weis [>tc vented by the erroneous 
sUtteiiicni in the Surinjnm lists. 

The Agent's letter transuiittuig the lists of lSd4 rather confirrned than 
remedied this error, mid afifordecl infurinathm I'egardiiig the Decenii 
porliuii of the same Suriujmn which ]irs now hren discovered to be 
equally erroiiconfl, aiuh up[ian'id1y, t|ir residt of deUlicralc fj^aiul. 

^fr- Hart* in drsigiinting as final tlic docisimv of the Supreme Govern- 
incnl* coidd not* iipparenlly, have inkmded to ignore the contrullmg 
anthorhy in England* 

Colonel Siiiitlij wJio made the earliest inquiry regarding the eonditiou 
of the Nininr vLlliigos, was an oUicer «f niiieh higlicr rank* and pro¬ 
bably, thcn^forc, of gtcaitTcsjveiicuce, than Lieutenant Jlonglas, wlio 
investigated t!ic matter at a Inter period. 

The military Siirinjarn of the unelc auil ceiisin of Vittulrao Mulhar 
Poorundhiirce, probably, eojifounded with his ovm personal hold- 
h.gs. 

Lieoteiinnt Douglas must, apparcmtly, have ohlained lufermatiou regard¬ 
ing tho eouditinn of flic jS'Imar villiges juat ba Colotiel Smith did— 
from the stHtemeuts of others. 

The Supreme Govermru’jd, in adhering, ill iSdl, to the deebion passed 
iu 18'22, must have done so with a full knowledge, and uot by an 
oversight, of the prineiplcii laid down by Mr* Elphinstoue in 1838 
and isauctioued hy the home 
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The Mckassii T^tnul of four out of fiv? of the Nimar villages ought 
iKi!, unde.t atftf ('irfiimstaiieeft^ to liavc l»cn entered in the Sunnjam 
Untij of Ift-11 niid 18J7* (f* f^fff had never been hehi at alL 

iCireunuttauce^ vlih h have ir'^tisfired since tiic revision of the iSurinjam 
nnd pL^iision lists was ordcredj eii{l whicli liave an important hearing 
tipon ihc present dii^nission. 

I 


T. A, Cowpjin, Captam, 

AsBisiani Inam CommUiiunej. 


Nn. 01. 

FoJiu Cajitiiiii T, A* (b)wi»i?n^ 

ArrSjj^Umt Inam Commiffsioticr, 

fit I'. .L Mankon^ 

inam Comnu^^siLmev. 

Dated I^oonetf 30i/i I^oprmber (863^ 

—hi ihii llonorahJc Mr- Wartlon’a letter dated llie 9lli Sep- 

Jeinbej lo the addres:! of tlie Chief Secretary to GoTtrnnicii,t, explaining 
llic circimisliincefl under’which the Itlndooatai; poiiion of the Sunnjam of 
(Jlilmnnjec Vittul Poorimclharcc i(v£is erroneously entered in the fists of 1844 
U3 havinirhet-n resumed ''by an ovei'sight/' and which aeeompaniedyourTettcr 
iVo- 2o78 of the 29tli idem^ I fiavc the Uciiotir to submit the report therein 
called for* • 

2. To render my eKphmation as complete as possible, it will be necessary 
in the first instance to stale exactly what baa occurred with regard to the 
Snrjpjam in qiiefitiop from the period ut which the Deccan was conquered to 
that of my bringing to notice, i^i my letter No* 102 of the 28th February 1853, 
the grave ermr contmitted m framing the Surinjam lists of 1844 and 1847 j and, 
having done this, I shall he in a position to notice, with certainty and effect 
the several portions of the Honorable Mr, Warden's letter w^hich have to he 
tested, aa far as I am concerned, solely by tluat which is already on official 
record* 

3, At the outK«b however, 1 would aolieit attention to the fact of my 
having in my previous report, No- 103 of iJic 2Sth Febmaiy 1853, confined 
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inysclf to bi'in"iii^ io the notice of Govcmmciit a sjiecific crrnivcoiia statement 
mailc in the: SuWujain fipls of IH44j and repeated in the revised tUt!} of 1847^ 
and which it Fieeiiied of impoi-taiiee to correct, inaf^nmeh as on it, ami on it 
alone, tln^ orders of the iJoiiontblc the Court of Directors appearc<1 Co liiive 
been issttud. 

4. I particularly solicit attention to (Ids fact, beranse it is a simple one, 
caisily disposed of; because it remains exactly in iiiy opinion as it did, and as 
1 represented it to tlie Gt^vemment; and because almost the whole of llic 
JLmarahle Mr, Warden's Ji^ttcv is devoted to tlie discussion of qiicstii>i}s to 
some which 1 Iwve iwrver aljuded at all, and jtouf? of which I have hitlu‘rb7 
attempted tfi explain at any length, under the iimpi'ession tiiat such an explana¬ 
tion would liave bee>i foreij^n U> tho subject-mattr^r of my ly'^xuL 

5, It is of im]Hirbii:icc to determine with exactness the mranin^ of 
Mr« ElpiiinsionG when he hihl down as a geiicrsd rule that notliing should 
be continued to indtvidiiuls of which they were not in possession when the 
war with the Pesliwa bmke out, as lids is a point on which the Honorabie 
]\fi^ Worden has laid mu eh Strr^ss, 

6* On thia subject the (hjiniuisslcmer^s orders (in ids circular letter tn the 
Collectors, dati^d the 27th June 1818) were, it appears tf? me, clear and cxjdieit; 
tliey wci'Cj— 

No light to possession U e\er intended to be recognised that was net 

in force at tlic breaking out of the present war,” 

Tim ordet had rcrereiicc specially to liiams, and a]i]dicd, theiTtdbi'c, certainly 
with ccpml, and [)robably with greater foi-cc to Sin injams indfi on a much less 
permanent tenure. 

7* The rule was, Inuvever, specifically applied to Suriiijains at a later date, 
when the preparation of lirts of nil holdings; of Ibis descriptiun which it was 
proposed to restore was undei Uikeii, On this occasion Mr, El phi ns tone laid 
down general Rules (Ibnvurded to the (Jovernment of India with Mr. Elphiii- 
stone's letter dated the 2oth October lfil9) for the guidance of those employed, 
and the 7th of tliese lluli:fi declared,— 

“No Jagheer not enjoyed up to the war was to be restored, 

unlcaa specially directed so to be,” 

8, The precautions observed in framing these lists of Jagbeerd, and the 
method of obtaining the requisite information, were matters which Mr. 
Elpbiufitone deemed it necessary fully to explain to the Governor General in a 
despatch dated the 25th October 1810, and the 2nd, 3rd, and 5th paragraphs of 
which are below quoted. I would beg attention (^specially to tJic 3rd pai’a- 


* Ifaiieifi^hy Caplvic Cciypqt. 
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aa 1 slialJ have lo divert t& li hereafter (sec pantgitiphs 21, 22^ 138, 
imd 139 of this letter) in connection with a point of some importance alluded 
to bv the llonoi^ble Mr* Warden:— 

■f 

“ 2, Tlie fii'St step In tins operation was to extract from t!ic Pcahwas* 
Dnftur a full account of eacli Jagheer, and fai ascertain as correctly as 
possible the cliuractcr and history of each Jai^^hcerdar, with the time when 
he made his nub mission to the Uritish GuvemnicnL. This was done imme¬ 
diately after the war. 

3. The Cullfictom weic next furnished with lists of the jicrsona] 
Jaj;hccrs, and ro!|aci 5 ted to ascertain their actual value^ and whether they 
were in hirce n]> to the lircakim^ out <ir the war/* 

5. l‘he invcslifration was now cominitted to Mr, McDonnell, who pro¬ 
ceeded to coni pare the shitcincnts of the Jagheerdarfi with those drawn up 
in the Duftiir, checkiii|f both by the accounts received from the Co Hectors* 
A comjdi'te register was framed on this comparison, showing the name of 
the liolder of eadi Jagliecr, tlic da^c *ind nature of the grant, tlie situation 
of the lands, and the sources oftlie revenue when not drawn from land, 
witli the Knmul or highest revenue, tlic revenue as stated hy the Jaglieer- 
dar, and actual eolleidions as reported by onr otlicerb*” 

9. Mr. Klphiiislonc*s Knies were adopted and approved of by the Supreme 
(iovemniniit in their Secretury^s letter of the 4th March 1820, in llie 2ud and 

jiuragraphs of which it was stated,— 

“ 2* I'lie coiitcntfi of these dcspalchcia have becji for some time under 
the consideration ofllie Governor Ociieral in Council. 

*'3. ills fiojdship recognises in them an adherence to the principles 
laid down hi the instruetiim^ or2Gth September 

10. 1 now como to the ajipKcntion of tlicse Rules and oidera to Iho Surin- 
jam whicJi was claimed at the introduction of the Bntish Governraent by 
Vittulriio MnLliar Foomndhurcc* The result tif Mr. McDonnell’s ijUjUiry 
(see paragraph R of this letter) was recorded in Uie following tcinis:— 

No. 7.—Vittulrao Poomndhurcc^-^Exd. 

Monjo llurnec, Tur«f Neciihurcc, Praut Poona.Ks. 324 8 

Monji: Tnnklcc, Turuf Sandus Pmnt, two U mills, Mn- 
kassa and Babtee -- **,,*,,* 216 0 

Moujo Maud way, Kurryat Sasoor, Prant Poona, Mo- 
kassii Umul *, •,,.. *, * > • * *., *»* * * ^ < ■ * ■ • ^ ^ * 

Mon jo V^Jl>;olec, Turuf JVanay Mawnl, Mokassa Uimd. 


78 8 
77 14 
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in M<nijt! Waiiowdee, Tumr JUvnilec, 


Prant Poona ...Its* ,10 0 

‘JO diLto of ditto Kuraay, Turnf Necrthurei: 17 (| 


,'iO ditto of illtto Uamboordiic, Kunysit Sn'HciQr* Ufi 0 

Total in Poonn* * *. Ps. 8t)8 I i 

** Afttuffittuffffiir. 

Moujd J^impuliidr, Tumf Ni^vlioz, Prant Jooiieic, •,. *. Its, 1^78J H 


Mokassa^ Babtco^ anti Surdt;sbmookeo of Mouj^ Chow* 

rana Boodiook, TutuI' Nngfrui- Ilnvatloc -**,*..*** 288 9^ 

MokassiLj BabU^e^ and Saliotm of Potab Boorbanu^fguiv 

Turuf Nug[Tur llavailcc ... ofi? 91 

MonjiV Viiddoolay, PurtruiiaSbcw|TaiiniJ/jOlJ 
Mfjka^sa, Babtco,. Saliotra, and NoemcbowUiloe H rim 1:4 

of Moiijo Moitrtfte, Pop^ifiiJia Sooj>a .. * >». < < * ^ ^ * d ll IJ 

Mokas^u of Monje Vasjsamy, Pur^ima Aktslay.. • * 119 9 


Tubd in Aliincdnii^ui *»•<]{>!* 5,950 7.j 
KAavtlri^h, 

JMokahsa, EiaUtofjj and Sithotiu of Moiijc* AdtrrvqUy 

Ttmbt'j Pui'gnna Umb^r.* ■175 0 

Mnkai^'^a^ Bnbtce, and SaUotra tif Moujo IVUicbiodm 

(jbinclioltic', PiiTguna Umbei' ... fi2r5 u 

Moka^K^a Uniul of Moiijo Par^auni, Purgmm Wan ,.»« JOll 0 

Total ht KbantIciidK .*. Its. 1^1100 0 

IJi^tkmbad. 

iMokansa, Babter, and Pnrdeslitnookec, Moiij6 Nnntlray, 

Piirpina Kiirrood •***»*..*.«**.** llti. 1,001 i> 

T>iUo ditto ditto Motijc Wudalee, Purina Chandorc * * 300 0 

Ditto ditto ditto Moujo Vassadce, Piirguna Nandray *. 200 0 

Ditto ditto ditto Moujo Ilurnoday^ Pui^giina Chandorc*. l^OO 0 

Ditto ditto ditto Mouji? Parrolay, Parguua Punch OoW’- 


ha'wn ...... 040 i> 

Ditto ditto ditto Moiijc Nair, Purgnna Ankote, ^. < *. * ■ 525 f> 

Moujo Soongautrij Pui'guua Jainopd 5,765 0 


Total tn Hyderabad«»«^ 0,531 0 

“ Saliars. 

Hair a diahoor of land in Mouje Padle, Saiuut Ko- 
layganmj Prant Waee p ... *,««. * Ha* 300 12 
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Oii^ qirarter of a chahoor of land m Mouj^* Bhooinj, 

Sumut Ncemb, Prant Waec 7^5 0 

14 bcegaii of land in Kiisba Maiuiay Rajooroej Prant 

Af eClIiZ .. 0 

One qiiartfa' of a cbalioor and 2fl beegaa of land In 

JVloujo lEt'-trt'hurnax, Purgima Kassuygnum.. 125 0 


lV>(n1 in S^Hll!;!Lra.... Rb. 5tJ5 12 
" Sititfifi, 

M niijij dn'ggan Miiknay, Piirgiuia Kliadway .. * *. 4.. Its* 1,500 0 
Mciki>^Ha Monji" Tazon, t*iirguna Pargaum *. ** *.. *.. 50 0 

Total.* *4 Rk. 1,550 0 

IM/tur. 

Moujc Waggaway, Puvgnua Murdaiiu, Sircar Becjagiir-l,2d8 0 

Mokitssa I'mills of live villages, viz* Mouje Buliadur- 
]>(joi-n, Pnrguua Mnrdanaj Monjc Icliapoor, l^arguna 
Witiwd; Monje (iciuiiinitct:, J^urgmia Murds^ia; 

M<nijo lloree, Piugniia Sarigvco; Mouju Saiigvec, 

Ptii'^mia Kauapour. .. 22 h5 0 

Total_ Us, 1,5U^ (J 

Grand Total Jagliecr,4 4 .Hs. 20,040 li 

“ Inam. 

“ I^oonrt. 

120 l^eegaji of land in Mouje (jiurmday, Tmnf Kunay 

Putiar . 44*»«4.,;«444>4««*4*44t.44i4Rs. 100 0 

120 becgas of land in Moujc Rajevadee, TurufKarray 

Puttar. 100 0 

00 bccgnu of land in Moujc Pi^saway, Turul' Kuimy 
Puttar. 4 4,. 4 4 4 .... ... * * 4.4.4 .. 50 0 

Total 1**4 Ra* 250 (J 

120 bcegas of land in Mcrtij6 Tankta, Purguiia Kafiaay- 
gaum.. . Hs. 125 0 

Grand Total Inam. * * .Rs. 375 0 


Grand Total,* 44 JU 21,324 U 
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appendix I). 


** JVbf*?!—Tlie Mokiicisfl of Moujc tlurneo, Tuiuf Pf^Di'ilmrcc, in PoonHj 
mnount*} to I?ii, und belong to Govt'tnniGnf. 

“ 1. TIjo MiHitswdcG }iu« gav(!ii a stutemcnt of what be held op to i\w. 
W!ir at Hs. 21^037-14-0; thk iiidiiiles bis loams. In it he docs not claim 
the Us. 125 on llatinboordec^ Fomiu. Diviston, or the Its, lOD on Manniiy 
Rujooree and UctrehomaX} in Sattaru,—in all Us. 2S5; tn other respects 
his statement aa to claims a;^ees exactly with the Duftiir'acenunta, and very 
nearly the same valuation. The only ditfcrenccs between the district 
accounts and die Duftur arc th(i following:—'fhe Mokaaaa of Pargatim, in 
Khandeishj is siatc<i not to belong in Inin, nor the laud tn Padlt\ iji i^attai'a; 
and he has given away hi a lauds in Biiooinj and "fanklee, iji die Sattara 
districtaj to odiers. The lands notdniined by hinij bot shown by the Duftur 
accounts, ai'e returned by those from the disLiiets as heing in his poss£‘ssioii 
up to the war. The collection by the iMitilednuggur ^lecouiits anioiinls 
to Its. l,Gf>l-l4.S oidy, and by the Klmndcish Ks. 4^J0, Jfe has stal¬ 
led his receipts from all sonnies to be Rs. 12/HKJ. Tht; resumptions 
from him, and allowances discontinued, ho estimates at Its. 7,3St-8, besides 
tiirce kooruns, tiiree khundics of wheat, thix^c villages given him by 
odiers in the Nizam's country, and he complains that Hs. 92 of land which 
he held in iiiam wiuo included in his Siiri[ijEiiii. lie Imd also, he says, 
Dnatnks for exemptions fiom customs for a certain number of bullocks, timl 
from die Wuuchaiacu of 5/100 jilice]i.^' 

11. On the 15th Octidiet iHtO, an order of release (Chor Chittee) was 
issued by Mr* Elphiiistone for a portton of die hoiilltigs sj>eeilied in Mr* Me- 
Dontieirs memorandum. The itcius which were included in this orilcr of 
release arc shown below; some of them are entered, it will be observed, under 
the ln:ad of dilfereut Collcctorates from^ those under wliieh dmy appealed in 
Mr* MeDonneirs memorandum, but this was merely owing to ahem Lions 
wliicli Imd In the interval been made in the territorial diaries of the several 
Collcct<n’s:— 

** Pf}Oti(l Co/tewrtfe* 

Tlie village ot‘ llurnee, Turuf Ncerthuree, Frant Poona, 

cxcLustve of Mokassa .. .*Rs*324 8 d 

The Mokassa and Babtec Umuls of the village of Tanklce, 

Turuf Sandus, Prant Poona . 21G U Q 

The Mokassa Umul of the village of Mandwab, Knrryat 

Sassoor .. 78 8 d 

The Mokassa Umnl of the village of Wursulec, Turuf 

Nanay MawuL .. 77 14 0 

The village of Pimpnlnair, Turuf Nighoz, Piinit Jouiiere* 1,733 8 9 
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Thfi Miikasffn, Dnliti^ei SaNc^trn, atnl IVimchowiaice 
iJiiiiiil^ cjf lUe oi'MtwH’toc, Piir^uiiu Soopn, - It?** 

J5 bet^guR c^f land in tlie village of Waiiom-ce^ Taruf 

1 ... 

20 firtin in tUe l iJIiigo oi' Kui'unja^ Turnf Ncciiliuree .. 

ToUil in Poom*»Ra. 

* ** IVitf/fpfr Col/eciorfitr^ 

Tlir ^IdknlKStl, Pnlii aiiiil SIll'llonbMloukoc UiiniEsof Lbo 
viJfago t.4’ (ybowrana Rood ruck, Turnf Nuggiii- lla- 

T^iloi! .....K?. 

Tlic Mijlcafifia, Ralitcc^ and ^urdub^lnimokce Uo^lila of 
F't'Uili lloui'liiuiui^nr, Turuf Nuggur ITuvnib^c*. 

The villagfi of Wadoleo, l^oiguna Shcwgaiim .. 

'J'lli^ ]\1u kcisRH tUind of llie village of Wumtsh, Piii'giiiia 

I^V *4 4 I -l-l 4-1 44 i 4 -% 44 44 ■■ 44 44 44 44 44^4 44 44 44 . 

Riiblris aiiil Sidiotia Pmnfs cd Ihoijudia'- 
incailioiK/d vijla^rs in Piit|.M]}|;t IJililiiv' ^— 

AiitoiVflly Tnnbo ....*.. 

M orhiiidrci (Jbinrhob^c ....* 

Tin; Mokiir^sa I'mnI of ihii vil!u;^t! of 

VVlIIL , 4 44 * 44 * 4 *. . 4 -- 4 . 444 ^- 4 ^*-- 4 -*-* 444 >**- 4 . 

TilO Mokit-si^ii nimil <if Mio vtlTngi; of Ta/no, 

l^arj'nmn ...... 


441 12 0 

30 0 0 
17 0 0 

2,919 2 0 


2S2 9 (i 

5i\7 9 9 
2/m 0 Q 

119 0 i> 

47.J 0 0 

(i 2 .'S (J (> 

2(30 0 O 

fiO 0 0 


Total in Niiggiii'.* Its. 4,ft2/j 3 H 

Lt Stfiiurtt, ' 

t bip f^iiai'tca' of a Hisiboar of land in Oic villagr; of 

liliooiiij, Sumut Neujub, Piunt Wuoe 4 4 * *»4 4 . - Us. 7.5 0 0 

** In A’lw/ir* 


llic village of Chugauin Mukana, Purgiina Kliaii* 

.... Ur* 

Ditto of ^ugatiin^ Parguiia Mnrclana 4.4444^.*-.* 
'flic Mokas^ia Umul of the village of liuliaduipooi,^ 


"Pi iTW*! 

inn ]Vr iivrici iia .. _ ...4.4.. ..44.*.. 1 

X urjri 

Ditto 

ditto 

ditto Idiapoor, rUliana Wurood. [ 

Ditto 

ditto 

ditU> Oomurtac, ditto IMui-duna* 

Ditto 

ditto 

ditto Boree, ditto Saogvee* 

Ditto 

ditto 

ditto Sangvee, ditto Kanapoor*^ 



Total in Nmiar.4R3 


j ,:jno 0 0 

0 0 


22ft 0 f> 


3,013 0 0 


Orand Total releanod, .Rb, 10^832 5 3” 

(i P 
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Vi, V timt arii^ iiU (illier tirij^i's of jf'i^TeajKC 

Chitt(^cs) wUit’li Mr, l^fuliirirtlotie mutid ftJ iIj*; urcni^atUm of ihn coiiutiy 
wcjo prophivfifd aiid subj<^«it lo future inquiry. As one of the must 

distinct Tlo<']amtiuns of til id sort inidur Mr, Eljdijiidtonc's own huttd uliiJ scut 
whirH I fnive met witli, I inuy quote the following letter, addressed !iy Jiim 
imder dutfi the lOtli July 1@1^! to the Resident nt the Nizam's Court ^^ 

** t bfi^ you will Imve the j:;ooiUiesH to euiiise to he restoreil lo Riiltuusiii;^ 
Judow Ituo the village of "ronj^iiiii, Vurguiui Ooou^ooteu, n|>Em his jiroviiii; 
lliut lie held il before the war ; but it ia to be understood to be liable tn 
i 11 v^esti^uti (in beieaftcrJ ’ 

bJ. Til Mr, I'^lphimtoim's lists of Jjifrhrcris Iruiisiiiittcd to the Siquxune 
(joverimiciU on the i/itli Oel.ober It^lEtj ViltuliiiO Mulliur's iiuiiie was t-ulered 
:is No, 7 in the ('Islms i>f “ Mootsudees'"; the lohoiving; is an extruet Iroui Jlie 
iifits:— 
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teiiinoiirl whIh l>ut| 
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in April. 
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14* Thun, it will be seen that tlio jiortiun of the Suriiijnm entered in Mr, 
Elphinsitone'is li^^ta as "tn be contiiiitcd/’^ was that fur which the order of 
release had been issued on the 15th October 1819, uiid with regard tq which 
1 would here notice,— 


\st .—That the wlivfii of the holdings in the NizatnV territory, valued (see 
paragraph 10 of ibis letter) at Rs. 0,.5ST, were 
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Pi of B(^orhanu|;giir, in the Ai(ijc4iiiipgi(r Ci^Llectoiut^^ 
valued (see 10 of this Jettei) at Ra, G67-9-9, was inclmUd, 

16. Such WHS the eadbst Brltidh record of this holding (sec paragraphs 10 
to 14 of this letter). It iiiiint iiut^ lioivoverpi be toidiirstood that tt was altO' 
gather a correct one, or ihsti it was an e?tact Frtateinent of wlmt iva^ eventually 
rcdtot'int to f^ach [ndivhiiial. It was neither the one nor the other; and this 
1 have alreafly explained at len^h in paragra[}h8 lU and 32 of my reptn't 
No. 1^>3 of the 2ijd May 1H63, so that 1 need not here mtvrc parliciilarly advert 
to the subject: it will tuihee to icpeat that with regarti lo these lists— 

“ A eiit’cfnl ovamiiiation of them haft satisfied me that they fthonld ulivoys 
lin referred to in connection with the other fo rib coming Itngirsb and 
JMniathce. records* and that tlicy Ahould beheld to be antlioriUlivc only 
after collation with thci'C iloeumenUt. Of courKCs, 1 here refer to the 
of the hsLs." 


Iti. Taking events in the c^fder of their uccuiTencc, I nniftt here advci! lo 


the Ciovernor (iciierars decSsiun In regard to the future contlnnanef^ of i.lie 
many of which Mr» lUpbinslone Inid nwktHl hciedittivyJ’ In ic- 
gill'll lo ihttse it was ohservc^l in paiagi'iipli 13 of a letler from tile StcrcUiry to 
(lie iSiiprciue fioverinueiit dated Ibr 4ili Maieh I32()j— 

“ 13, With rcfcience to (Iioec grants wliieli it is [U'opujcd lo make Iiccc- 
djlai'y, tlii^ tiow'rnor (leiieral doubts the policy of niakiiig any grants 
l(ei'cd!tary wlneli may Joslly he put on llic footing of life-grants* By 
kcf'IHiig fhein as lifc-gniufj^T, fSnveniiocnt is by no means excluded from the 
power of renewing ihein if il should be deemed exjicdicnt to do so, and 
evu’iy jx’uewsil will he a J'resh act of grace conferred on (he indiviilmd 
I'f reiving it. Jiut by declining I Ijojm^ grants to be hereditary, Go vein men L 
w'ludd he precluded both from rt'ftinning its rights when it might he iicTes- 
saiy to do so, and from coiifi^rring bivoiii'ft on tlic descendants of the jm^sont 
griintces, and would thui he deprived of a probable source of fhtiii'e itii'- 
|>rovcinc»t in ix;venue and every other branch of civil udmrnistraljoni a,s 
well as the me LUIS of wnining attach ment by pciwniul obligition.^' 


17, J have reconlcd tlicsc fiifttiiictionw ln'cause I hIuiU have occasion lo 
rrfcj' to them to show that tliey were fery different from those s^ecitdl^ issEied 
at a ftiibsequeiit date (see paragraphs. 62 to 42 of this letter) witli regaixl 
to the continuance for Ife of the Kinmr villages to Vittiiliiio Mulhar 
J^oorundliuree* 

18, Mr, Elphinatone transmitted his listfl of Jagheers to the Supreme Go¬ 
vernment on the 25th October 1819, and a few days afterwards left Poona for 
Bombay, to assume cf large of tJie Government of the Bombay Presidency, lie 
waii succeeded as Comuiii-sloner by Mr. CJiapIia, on whom, theieforc, devohed 
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Ike eompletiun Mr, KlpliJiii^tone'ss arraj)f];eTneiiti!i. Timt this was not a slight 
taisk aurl tlmt a flea! rt:mainf?<l lo lie donc^ may be inrerred finm the 
fiuit that It was not until tlie 2Kth OrtoLer iy22, or three years afterwards^ 
that Mr, Chaptiii for ward ed (with a letter, No. 121 of the 2Hth October 1H22) 
to till] Jkuribay Ooveriimont'—A l egtster of ail personal Jagliem wliieli 
have been restored by CJovernuieivt, and are now Indd in the Dceeaii/*—and, ia 
doing inlbrined the Chief Secrekiry,—** A very cOLLsideruble rodnrtioii has 
actual I y taken iiliicc l^yth in granting the Jagheors, and fvom lapses/" 

19* 111 Mr, CbapIiiiH register Vitialrao Mulhar Poonmdhuree'a SurJn* 
jam was entered us sliowii below in the Class of Mootsiidees" :™ 



20. At the same lime a ihiiafhre slatcaient was preiiaird in the Coin- 
iidsiihinorV fhlit'Oj exhtbiting Hir [h'tall urcitcll SurinjEmi, mid showing in ViL- 
tulrao ^^lulhar’s case that the itririHi not rrsLoreil by Mr. Chnpllti were 
wliii'h Mr, 1(1] ill in stone hud ex rinded from li is lists, and that hfiMiitt/s 
in the Ni/uin's tmitoiy, liuvlng been thr first nc/Wrr;? (sjoe para graphs 

H, iiud 148 bj lot) of this letter), so remained* 

2 b Among tiie items Ibr the release nf which Afi\ hiphinslone's omler nf 
the li^lli October IHIU was issued, wliieh were siibseipiciiily entered in liis 


llfjtb be continued/^ ami the propri^.ty of continuing which was, nf: u 

later tiate, ailmlttc<l by Mr. (JImplin, in wliosc "Iteglfiter’ they were included, 
was Petah Boorhajiuggar, in the Ahincdiinggur Collectorete. 1 notice (his fuet 
thus particularly because 1 shidl Jiave oceusion ugaiii (o recur to it in pi Bill¬ 
ing vvhut the Ifoiiorabk Mr, Warden has stated on the subject. (See para¬ 


graphs 130 to 135 of Ibis letter.) 

22. To retuiu to tlm Niniar JigldiugSj valued at Rb. 3,013, uud iucludcd 
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in Mr* EtpZi in stone's order of reteiu^e of tlie I5t!i October 1819.^1 n tlieir 
case; not only liad Inquiry (liee para^rupli 12 of this letter) at a future d^tc 
remetined to bo made, but it bad stlU to be aeoertained whetlier tftoy liad been 
" actually enjoyed up to the war.”' Thtii the several Collector;; had^ ^ Mr* 
EJphin^ittine In ]m letter dated t^e 25th October 1819 (&ce paragraph 8 of this 
Jetter) informed the Governor General when trauamitting the hata of Jagheens, 
been requested to ascertain within their respective ranges; but the Nimar 
boZdiiij;^ were distant and out of reach, and it wa$ not until Mr. El phi ii stone had 
becume OovcuiKjr of Bombay that Mr. Chaplin, Jus successor a? Guiumissioner 
in tin- Deccun, Ibr the fiist time was made nwtirc (tice par^gi'itplie 23 to 31 of 
ibis letter) of titeir previouss conditimi by the British audiorlty In the province* 
23, The two villages of Chnguiiin and Mugaum, which fomied the pi inct- 
pitl paitof the Nimar Zioidingj^, and wlilrli were valued (sec pamgraph 10 of this 
Ictti-r) lit (icii f/i*KiSfind m'cn Itftadred aitd mijhUj-fifjhi had been taken 

jinssoKsioii of, and a report (a portion id the 2iid pnrugniph of whieh U below 
iptoLed) made by Sir John Mah.obn to tlie (bn ernmeiit of India oji the 20lh 
August 1810, two mojtUm Ijefine ]\lr* ElpiibiHtnue’^ order of release was 
i^rtiieib—vl/.* on tlio loth OetoLcr 1HJ9 (-jee [lurJgrsipU 11 oflhis letter):— 


" 'fhe villages of Nugaiiin and CJiugaum have been anne\ed t 4 > the two 
latter di};tnrt‘^, us it bociii saiistiictorily cslablihlnu] that the u^irtn on wlileli 
the Eooi'iLiulJiuroc family held Ihe^e \!Hage^ fi'oni the i^esluva wins not 
liiaiMot- blit ^nrinjumee, or for pcrformjuioe of niilitiiry sei viecs.'* 


2 'b Un the lUtli Decemher IHlf) the Conniiirtt^ioiK'r, Mr. Chaplin, adilrcss- 
1 ^ 1 1 ^ir J. iMideohii [n llio f dlowiog teriiis, in a letter wliieh wiis apparently the 
coiiiiiiuniL'nIloii un the snbji-elmade by the uuthorltie;; in the l>ocean:— 


I hare the liononr to eiielo^c a Muratlico li^t of two villages and the 
Mokits.su of five otlierti, in iViiiiarj which were licld in pcrsounl Jugheer by 
ViUubuo iMnIhar Pooriindhnrce fiynn the Pesliwits* Guvernnient, and 
wJiich it lA df^iiihiible slionid i^tiLl be coiiUuucd tu him. f hog you ulll have 
the goodness to take siieli steps os may be requisite for ctFc^^itiiig this 
aiTimgrmcni, slionld you eunenr in tlie propriety [»f iU” 


25 . The offieer mini mediate eZmige of the district iviis Colonel Smith, and 
he appears to have madcu previous report to iSir J. Maleolni on the subject of 
thctic lioldhigs, and to have informed him,— 


'* Ton will observe in the statement of the Kimapoor revenue tljat I have 
annexed tbe village of Nugaum to that dijitrieh I have done ho as It pro* 
jieriy belonged to the former, from the limits of the one being carried to the 
bounthny of the otlier* Tins village bus been long cniisldereil a gi ant from 
the Foonn Government to the Poorundhuree family, but sitice our taking 
po&sessLoLi of the place, now thirteen moutlis, no claims whatever have been 
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fulvanocil on iIk- ^xirt (>^ LliaL lamiJy* I htvve lately^ hywcvejr, mtide furthiii- 
inq^iiriisn into the imture of tfiat f^rant, as also into that of Cfi^igaiim, w'htch 
1 have, ill like niaJtiiei'* amie^ed to Burdeali, and fiiiU that tlie PoonintUiu- 
rcG family never held them as Inam, hut as a. Chakroe builul Jaghe«r,*' and, 
eoiisefjueatiy, Ufioii the firindple of Mr* Elphinstoiie’s decisions on such 
ninva, they can have no just chiiai to thcao villajfes,'' 

Ui}. 1*he above extract from Colonel Smithes repx-t was forwai'di:{l by Sir 
J* Malcolm to Mr* Clinplin, with the folhnvijig letter, dahMi the Ifitb 
Junnai-y 1W*2U:— 

“1 dioiiLd sooner fmve replied to your letter of the lUth of December, 
Init it was by uciridcnt niisluid, 1 novv endoso an extract from IJeatenant 
Colonel SiuitlfsJ re|Kjrt. This was fonvLiiflert by me lo tlie Suprtaie Go- 
vernmerLt, winch has |iroiU‘eded to direct the apjirojamliuii of the vilhiorH 
cliunied hy the Poonnnllnnee family in Wimai, in the belief that they wrift 
Snrinjum and not Inam lands, hut of tlio correctness of tins fact you will 
he able hi determine from the records at l^oona. 

“The ri^Ut of the PoorunJliurce Chief to these lands will, nu iloubt, be 
judged by you with reference to the Snnuds by which lie held them, and to 
that indulgence which has been shown othei's in a siinilar pr<dieiinicnt - but 
if these villages were held as Suritijamce, and you stiU deem It desirable to 
eontiuue them to the family of Poorimdhiiree, it appears to me desirable to 
separaUi the <[uestlon of favour from that u fright. This can be easily done 
by li new graut of possessions that arc ours by eoiv|uest. I am the more 
iLi^poscd to recommetid this course iu the present instiiuT, fi'om the discus- 
siiiua that have taken }ilaceus to the claims of the dependents of the Holkar 
l^tatc on Jftgbct^r and SiirinjiLui lands in Khandeisb and the Deccan. TJic 
ilonoiable Mr. KIphiustoue, iu hia letter to the Pcsidciit of Indom {if the 
17lb July JHiy, detiks the right of the claimants to such lauds tuuless iu 
cases of loam), and allowing a Chief of the Pooruiidfuirec family to take [>os- 
i^ession, uialer a Surinjuiii tcmirCi of pussessious iu Ml mar, might lead to 
revive hopes it was meant to discourage ; but tlicrc can lie no rcasmi fur L^of. 
giving him (if his conduct merits it) a renewed grant of these villages* It 
willj however, be necessary to refer the point to the moet Noble the 
Covemor General in Couucib” 

27* Mr. Chaplin replied to Sir J. Malcolm on the 2Gtli of Uie same month» 
and explained the of the grant ; lie stated,— 

In reply to your letter of the 15th IntaUmti 1 have the honour to inibrm 
you that the villages mentioned in my letter of the lOth vdfimo were granted 
to Vitlulrao Mulhar Poorwndhurce in per^jonaZ Jagliecr, as therein stuted^by 

* ip Fp u tervicu liulJirj^^ 
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tW P^fihwfls* GovGrntnent seventy year^ agt>, before even HolLar^s p<i&- 
ecKajon cjf Nunnr ; nini lUut tliey wore iiever subjected lu tfie auihorily of that 
Chicii but held of tlie Penhwa up to tlie war, thougli iJiey may have been 
.^ubjoet to interruptioti from Holkar's and Sindians Governcneiit^, as well os 
olhor lands of the Peshwu tJi Nimar, b’om llietr detached situation; it was, 
therefore, decided that tliey i^hould be ratored to him by our Government, in 
eominon with the personal Jagliecrs of all persons considered deserving of 
this indulgence timnighout the whole of the late PesLiwa's possessions. You 
xvill oWrve that the duinis of those who hold their personal Jngheers of the 
i^’shwa are quite distinct from such as held Jaghecr grants from foreign 
princes, as in the; case ol' Holkar, alluded to In Mr. E!phinstone's letter of 
the 17lli July. As ilic ^npremo Government has already sanctioned the 
Triiuiirable the late Coinmissiontir's proceedings on tlicse points, you will 
not, jHvi'liu]IS,under this explanation, consider a further reference necessary 
With refeiionco to lids last communication. Sir J. Malcolm received 
the following Icitt^r, dated the 24tb Marclt lS2b, from Colonel Smith 

i:iiAL,— 1 have bad many of the ClitijgaTim people witlf 
me, and have again inquired into the merit!; of the I'oonindlnirec cTalnia 
iipfm that village and Nugaum. The local authoiities and old i nimbi hi nbt 
rd'the former still persist in nmintuining tliat that village, with sevcrul others, 
wrr(^ given to that family as a Chakree biiduL .fagheci', and not as a pcrsoti- 
;il one, mid 1 am not imwilliiig to give credit tn the truth of this testimony, 
ns it is, I Wlieve, an csta!>]iHhcd fact t|iat the Pooiundbureo family had uo 
hu’ciisidcrablc body of horse m the serv ice of tlie l^eshwaat tlic tommence- 
Tiiciit of the war, and tlusy acknowledge having always been treated with 
due coLisidcratiou by the manager^ on the part of that family; 1 can sec no 
motive tliat these people have for thwarting the cluiiiis ill question, were 
they just. They tell me, also, that Vittubno scMrmi ever derived any ad- 
vanhigc!! from the revenues of tiie village, as rt was e tern ally beset by the 
PhidareeSi Ibniiosees and other predatoi y Cbiefbiins, until wc took charge of 
it at tlicir particuiai' veipiisition, long prior to which it Imd been abandoned 
by hrs managci's; but, notwitbs Land lug these Inquiries, it would appear from 
Mr. Chaplin's letter that it was held by liim, with tlie oilier vtllagea men* 
tioned in the Mumtliee liet, in personal .Tagheer, but tt ia not impossible 
the Sunud, if he liolds one at all, may be defective in some respect or other; 
and this is a [M>int I should think very necessary (o be aLScertained prior to 
its being continued to that family, ^ the revenue of Chugaum forms a 
prineiput item in the aggregate revenues of die Burdeab Purguna, and 
w^hich you are aware by a late decision of the Supreme Government is to 
be mikde over, with our other distriete in this quarter, to Hoi bar's Govern* 
mem, as an equivalent for some place relinquished by Holkar in our ikvour. 
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" T roiiHider tlic Pooninfllinree daim» iiptju N&gaum to be prepnstemiip, 
for, unit! onr asiiiimption of (be Poshwa'sdiatrifttit in this quarter, ttuit villuj^o 
Imd Ijeeu uninliabilcfl by any human creature for a period of fifteen or 
twenty years ; jt*^ lanilH had run into thiek mid it was, tn tact, in a 

situte appufCfitly reclaim^css ; so that for its present fttate of improremerit \vc 
lire cnlii'cJy indeblfwl t'l die industry of lui opulent Gobuiii tc) whom t {fUTC 
It ti>r t!m‘c years Puj^nip, and now that it bears marks of rctumm^ CuLtivn- 
t.iou, lie ( Vi ttulruo) sets up his claim to it, in defiance of all deecney.^ In 
my last report upon tins viliiU^e I anneml it to the district of Kanapnor in 
the same way as Ohuf^aum had been anuexed to Burdealn These are my 
tdftas, and all the information T liave on the subject of these clatins; but I 
tihaU he ready to carry inUi eflhet any orders you umy send me regm’diiiij: 
them* 

Tile live vjl|p<rt!S ill ^'imar upon which eliiinii are made for MokoKsa 
are in a state of desohitum, mid fbur of them belong to Jfolkiir. 

“ 'I'he Agt^rit for the r^tioriindhuree family takes this up to you* 

' ** Voiii's very truly, 

(Signed) " II, T, Smitu*” 

2[1. Cidonei SimtlVs letter was forwarded by Sir J. IVliLlL'olin to iMr, Chap- 
Hu, willi rate dated the 27tb of the same month, and transtribedl below ;— 

'* iJnAR OitAPLiN,—1 send you cojiy of a [uivate letter from Colonel 

Smilli, and ihough I think, from the positive nature of your public despatcli, 

be must be wrong as Ur the tenure ^if the Sutmd, it may be as ivcll to have 

it (should you nut have done so already) [larticularTy examined* 

** With J'ciijiect toNugiiuni, which wa^ and has been a ccunpletcjungle for 

many years, we Imve made couslderahk ur)ranee, nnd given it in Pugnis 

fur thif'e years; our faith and ensb must both be redeemed before iteaii ho 

mmle over : ou this I shall not, however, write publicly till 1 get an answer 

t{^ this note, and liave your bentimeiits* 

* “ Yourg truly, 

(Signed) “ John Malcolm,"' 

30. Mr. Chapliifg retdy, dated th«^Slh April following, was as follows:— 

Wrote* as foiiows (private letter) to Sir J, Malcolm* 

" Sia,—I have the pleasure to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 27th uitioio, giving cover to the copy of a Jotter from Colonel Bmitli, 
respecting the Pooriiudhuree dainis upon the villages of Chugaum and 
Nugnuui* 

'*‘ 2 , 1 still think there Is no sufUcIent reason for queationing the validity 

* Hjis letter is recorded ic the pubik ktter'hook of thd Deccu CamiuiuioDcrp 
pongnpli 99 of tbii Utter*) 
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of tke dAtuiA of Vlltuf Muthar Poorundburee* Up liu Suimds bearing tlie 
PesbWt Beal foi all the viliftgeB mcnti^Hied in Colonel Smitli'a letter in 
personalJaglieer Suribjaoi); they are dated a* 1786-87, and are 
in the joint names of the present man and his imcle, Chimnajee BbondbOi 
The latter died about twenty yeara ago> and the grants ware continued to 
the survivor, but witliout any fresh Sunud. They remained in his nanie in 
the Duf^ur accounts, and were considered tu be in hb passcBaton up to the 
war, though it is true diat Nugaum baa been deserted for fiflean years. 

'^3. 1 eiiclose copies of Suimds, Vittul Mulhnr never had any Pouj 
Surinjam, nor had be any troops with the Fesbwa, Colonel Smilli probably 
is aware that he is distinct from the other Pourundburaus. 

^*4. Ifi am correct in ossuming that Vittul Mullmra rights Imve been 
continued up to tlte war, as 1 have stated, I apprehend they will not be 
uKecteii by the circumstances of one or more of tlie villages having been 
de!jcrtc<l ; it is a common practice for Itiamdai's to iieclaim their lands when 
they fiinl Uiem to be worth holding, but it is, perlmpa, hut fair that the 
duiiwmt tiJiould tiidcmnily the person who has, [>cihaps, gone to a great 
cjcfieiisc ill restoring tliein from a state of total dcEjoIatfon. 


“ i have the honour to be, l:c, 

(Signed) '*W. Cirvpi4>i, 

CommiasionurJ' 

Pitoiifif bf/i Aprii 


My records do not contain any reply IVom ■!. Malcolm, but it 
is clear from wliat subsequently tmuHpiix’d (liOe parugropli 34 of this letter), on 
uu iofjuiry being iuatituted by order of the Su[H'emc Goveninicint, that Sir 
John uot only restored the villages, but furnished PoorundhuTee wJtli a docu¬ 
ment specifying tJiem to be Immj and this miirtt have been done just after 
Mr. Chaplin had so clearly stated that tliey Imd been grunted and held in 
jS'irrt7^‘4!ji», (See paragraphs 24, 27, and 30 of this letter,) 

32. It appears that the Supreme Government were not sal is Red, however, 
with what bad been done, for on the 14th June 1822 they ordered through 
Sir David Ochterlony that Mr. G. WfUeeley, the Resident at Indore, should 
investigatethe claims by whieh (he Poorundhur Chief held llie villages of 
Nugaum and Chugaum/^ Mr. Wdlesley, accordingly, issued the fbllowing 
instructions to hia Assistant, Lieutenant Douglas 


“ 2. Government having likewise directed a further inquiry fa be made 

into the elaima of the Poorundhur Chief to Chugaum, Nugaum, and any 

^ other places or beaeftces which he may hold in our Nimar temtoHes, with 

the view, principally, of clearii^ up the doubts wliether he held them of 

the Feshwa an a Sminjamce or Inamcc tenure, I r^uest you will undertake 
7 n 
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ft kicftl inquity into iht &ct, interrogfttiiig for thiH ptrpou indk of die inha- 
bitButB of Uiofio ptac<i ftod m the ndi^iWurhood es may be best queJified 
(0 epeftk to the oireumstei^e wid merits of the case. Whale iDqiuiiDg on 
this ajocount into the origin and exact DAture of his cUuKts^ you wUl also 
ftscertaiia whether be has ooatiaued from the commenoemeitt in umter^ 
rupted enjoyment of those benefices on the same invariable froting^ or 
whether they have undergone any modificatiosu or interruptions d bring the 
Japee of time/’^ Extract paragraph 2 from Mr. Wellealey^s letter dated 
tike 22jid July 1822.) 

Lieutenant Douglas on the 8th August 1822 reported ttie result of his 
inquiry in the following terms :— 

Having terminated a local investigation of the Foormidhuree's tenure of 
the viUages of Ci^ugaum and NugauTn, 1 do tny&elf the honour to trans^ 
mit the information obtained by examination of the Wutundar Patels and 
PutwarecB. 

''The hsreditory authorities of the former village have reached the ages 
of fifty and fifty-five, and the Putwaree of the latter has at least numbered 
sixty years; none more able to give information were iirocurablc. No 
branch of dm Foorundhuree family midea in Nimar, and the local agent 
has been too short a period in tlieir employ to render me any aid beyond 
the pioductiox'i of three copies of separate Sunuds. 

''1 liave annexed copies of tliose documents. From Nos. 1 and 2 it 
would become apparent that the grants have been made for the personal 
enjoyment, or life-subaistencc of the present Chief, Vittul Mulhar^ the grand- 
ton, and of his father, Cliimnajee Dhondoo. Thirty-six years Imvc elapsed 
since this gift was made by Shreemunt Matlhow Rao Namyen upon the 
demise of the first Poorundlmr Chief, Dhondoo Mulliar. 

** The necessity for renewal to these two specified descendants upon the 
decease of the original grantee, end the absence of any paragraph in the 
new deed of gift coixveytng the succession to their heirs, fully establishes 
the just right of the British Government to these two villages upon the 
lapse of the present proprietor's life. 

" Nothing has transpired to iinpugn thq validity of these documents ; they 
ajB^ however, hut copies, and their authenticity can alone be decided at 
t^oona. 

** The hereditary agents before Eluded to liave ofisurod me that from 
their earliest recoUeclion these two villagofl have been in the possession of 
the Poorandhur family, to whose local collector they have duly paid the 
tevenueSi They profess ignorance of the nature of the Poomndhurcc's title, 
atid are unable to state whether any Tunkha or Peshkushee was (yearlyX 
exacted by the Peshwa. 
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** The powemoEL in PooruiulhitihM fmiuily bu b««n twice mtotuptcil 
Mud auspettdedr nt each period for about one ye&r. Tlie Ant nantnplion 
wu by Hie Higbneei Dowtut lUo Sindin twelre years siiice> eud tbt hut 
iix yean ago by IMinbulcjee Dengli^f On botb occafliona the n?etme wu 
loet to the Poonuklhuree CNef They are equally unable to expbua the 
reasona of tbe villagea haTing been resumed or releeaed^ or CA what 
plea, other tbaii force, Dowhit Rao Stndia could iDterfere with ihe vilkge 
of Chogaum, ae aitmted in the diatdct of Murdana, part of the poasoHion 
bestowed upon the Holkar fomtlyp 

Tike teparato document (No, 3) executed at tbe same time with Ffoa. I 
and 2f by Madhow Rao Narayen, tbe poatliumous son of the rictun of 
Raghoba*s ambition., bestows on Viitul Mulbar and his father (bo is the 
deed worded) the collectixm and enjoyment of the item of Mokaesa (on^ 
fourth of the grand revenue) of the vlUage of Sangvee, now a posfiesfiioji of the^ 
British Govenuneiki, situated in Die Kanapoor diatrictp That item has not 
hitherto been eanedoned, aa the viliage is but partially reclaimed to. tillage^ 
and the rent-fi'ee period had not expired* 

“ The Poorundhiiree Chief ebinia no other privileges or poseessvns*'^ 

33. Mr. WelLi^ley ahm obtained from Mr, Chaplin, tbe Beeoaiv Commit 
Bioner, and from the Political Agent at chore, all the information they 
could supply on the subject, and on the 21 st October li&£2 reported - to the 
Supreme fjoveriiment as follows;—- 

" The Poorniidhur^s claim on Chvigaum and Nugfuim appears to be from 
the accompanying documents clearly a tenure for hts-par&onal life and no 
longer, and Sir John Malclom^s letter of iiestitution^l find .restores it on the 
same tenure os H was held by him of the Peshwa.; but as, perhaps, he may 
be reckoned to Lave a constructive claim to coneideration from long posses- 
Bion of the villages of his family, [ would in such case suggest ii as an 
eligible compromise of the matter that the Sunud^of Government to be given 
in confirmation of tbe current tenure should contain a prospective provl^ 
fiion for conlinuii^ the villages to his heirs in- lineal descent - perpetual 
tenants in rent, or proprietors subject to payment of the assessed revenues- 
of Government ” / 

34. Sir l>aTid Ochterlony concurred im the above,-and subnutted Mn 
WeHestey's penpoaitions for the consideration of the- Govemment of India,, 
who on the^th December 1822 replied os follows:— 

** Tbe Governor General in Council coneurs- entirely with the HouiiBnt 
at indwe in viewing the grant of Cbugaum and Nugpum to- the Poorun- 
dhur Chief to be stzBfdy a lifo-tenurt^ of the nature of Zai Surutjtm. 
Both thetestiEiioiiy of Mr. Chaplin, and^ itill tnott, thetranBlatious ofSunudi 
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and extracts fitsm tlje Poona nrchives, wldch ftccompamed his deepalch 
of the 15eh Angoflt last^ arc coudueive on this head, and Government 
k unable in understand on what principle Sir J. Malcolta ehouid have 
bcfitiiweJ theae * viilagea' in free ffift or Imm, The qualifying pawage in 
the Sunnd, indeed, which follows the latter worda—'The villager of 
Chngaum and Nugaum are bestowed on him in free gift, and the village <if 
Sangvee, Purguna Kanapoor, is given up as Mokassa, the whole being thus 
restored on the terms formeri^ ’—ehows that whilst intending to 

iTCstore them only on the former tenure, an essential misapprehension exist¬ 
ed os to the nature of tliat tenure. With this error apparent on tlie face of 
the ti'ansaction, and as it is very doubtful whether Vittulroo Midharwu^i 
ctititled to resume poifficssiioii of the villages on aa^ footing after many 
years’ total abandonment of them, Government conceives that it will 
amply have fulfilled any obligations which the proceedings of the late 
Agent may liave Imposed by acknowledging the tenure in quetflion to hr ti 
life Jagliecx. On the same pi inciple, the sliare of the revenue of the village 
SangvfC, called Mokassa, must be aIlowe<l, whenever that village may have 
been brought into a productive state. 

J2. Under these circumstmircs, it will be necessary that the Resident 
at Indore should demand back the former gi^nt by Sir J. Malcolm for the 
p^irpo^e of cancelling the same, and that the draft of a fresh nne should 
he ] ire [Hired as abovci and submitted, both in English and Persian, ri>i' 
approval and signature Ijy the Governor (icneral in Uonncil/* 

Ii5, Oil tlie 30ih April 1823, Mr. WeHesl<y sent the Ihllowiog latlcr to 
Vittulruo Midhaf Pool im dim roe, through Mr. Chaplin, the Commissioner at 
Poona, and in doing so he observed,— 

** 'flic resolution of Govortiment in the cuf^u being conclusive, I heg 
yon will repress any attnmpta of tlie Puornndhuree to renew iiegotiaiiuns 
upon it/’ 

" Substance of a Letter to Vjrroi.iiAo Muliiau PoonuNDnuREE. 

Uy direetioii of Government, I have to inform you that tlic Governor 
.Geneial in Council having resolved, after a full consideration of the case, 
on granting you a Suniid under scfd and signature, oonfitining to you the 
posacssjon of the villogee of Chugaum and Nogaum, and the Mokossa of 
Songvee, during the term of your life, the tenure under which these posses¬ 
sions have been Hiiherio held by you, the said Suaud will be accordingly 
prepared and transmitted to you, when your acknowledgment will be requir¬ 
ed in return, and you will now be pleased to return the letter of restitution 
received by you from Sir J, Malcolm and Colonel Smith, the same being 
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Only a provisional deed on ^hcir parij subject to the eonfimiation of the 
Governor General b Coimct)| whose Sunud^ under hva seal and signattire^ you 
are now about to receive instead.^’ 

36, To the foregoing Vittnlrao Mulhar Poorundliuree gave thejTollowing 
answer 

I have had the honour and satisfaetionor receiving the friendly letter whieli 
you wote on the 5th of Wuishak Wud^ Sumvnt 1880, notifying, by direc¬ 
tion of Hift Excellency the Governor General, that the village ofChugaum 
Mukana and Nttgautn, wiLh the Mokaasa of the vitlagc of Sangvee, would be 
continued to me on the same condition os heretofore, via. as Z^i Sunujatn, 
or allowance for my pei'sonal expenses during the }>erbd of my life, desiring 
that 1 would transmit to you the deeds in my possession granted by General 
Sir J. Malcolm and Colonel Smith for the above villogca, and that Sunudi;, 
under the seal and signature of the Governor General, would be given to me 
in exchange* This was the purport of the letter; nnd, m compliance with the 
orders of Government, 1 have delivered the deeds granted by General MaJ* 
cnlm and Colonel Smith to J\lr^ Chaplin, the Commissioner of Poonn, and 
they will accordingly reach your presence tluiough that channel*'^ 

37, The letter of VUtulrao Mulhar Poonuulhuree quoted in the last pai-a- 
graph wus fomarded to the Jte^fident by Mr, Chaplin, svitli the tbllowbg 
leitf'r daU'd the 17th June 1823 :— 

I have the hEujour to enclose tlie reply of Vittiilrao Mulhar Poonm- 
rlhurce to the letter which accompanied your commumcatimi to me of the 
30tli April last, with tile original Simud whicii ho was therein directed 
to return. 

“ 2. Some delay has taken place in the transmission of tliesc documentH, 
in consequence of their having been depwitfid m his village, which is a 
conBidcrablo distance from tliis place, and they only iirrived st few tlays 
ago.” 

38, The following is a draft of Uic Sunud which Mr, WolJoiiley |irojM>flC'd 
in lieu of the cancelled document gmuted by Sir J. Malcolm 

** Ih^aft of a Sunud fo ViTTrwtAo Mulhae Poohunjoiiurke, 

“ Whereafl the Governor General in Council, after full consideration of 
the case, has resolved on conhnniog to Vitlulrao Mulhar Poomndhuree the 
possession of the village of Cbugamn, Furguna Kundwah, and Nugaum, 
Puiguna Murdana, and of the Mokassa of Sangvee, Purgmta Kanapoor,— 
all the placea situated in the Zilla of ^imEur,—for the term of bia life, u 
hitherto held by Hini; after which they vfUl revert io and he resumed hy Go- 
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vtmnieHl:* Thia ^unud, under the seal and iifpiatore of the QoTernor 
Oenetal in Councii^ ii accordingly bsued to hitn in testimony of the ^amr^ 
and }iis acknowledgment will be taken ki return/^ 

39. Qn the 7th November 1823 Mr. Wellesley ms infbnned that thia 
dmll of Sunad had been adopted by Government^ and that it would be re* 
turned to him from the Perelan Office duly signed and sealed. 

40. With a letter dated the 12th December 1823, and which is below 
tionscribed, the Heeident forwarded to Mr. Chaplin the Sunud referred to in 
the last paragraph: — 

'*With reference to ouj former correspondence reapecting Mulluir Rao 
Poorundhuree, I now beg leave to enclose an original Sunud, under the 
seal and signature of the Gk^vemor General in Council, confirming to him 
posseesion, during hb life, of the villages of Chugaum and Nugaum, and 
the Mokossa of SongveCj in. Nimar, and to request the favour of your trans¬ 
mitting it to him, und to me, iu return, hk formal acknowledgment of 

tliG same, 

‘*2. As this incumbent resides within your jiH-iadiction, it is desirable 
that, on the occurrence of his decease, early notice thereof should be com mu¬ 
ni ca led from your office to this, with a view to the resumjjtion of the Jagheei/' 

4K On the 24th December 1823 Mr. Cliaplin forwarded the above Sunud 
to llic Ctdlector lif Poona, and, in requestiirg that officer to deliver it to Vittul- 
rao MiiLhar Poorundhuree, adderl,— 

** Aa tills incumbent resides within your jurladicttorij it 1* desirable that, 
on the occurrence of hk dcceaiie, early notice tlici-eof should be communicat¬ 
ed to me, with a view to tlie resumption of the Jaglieer m question.” 

42. Mr. Clmpliu on the Stli Jaunary 1824 transmitted to tlm Jlesjdent at 
Indore Vittulrao Mulliar Poortmdhuree'e acknowledgment of the Suiiud, with 
tlie following letter 

** With reference to your letter of the 12th ultimo, I have the honour to 
forward the enclosed ncknowledgment from. Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundimree 
of the Sunud granted to him by the Sopreioe GoveTument, and to intbnn 
you that, on the occurrence of hU decease, early notice will be communicated 
' lo you, as requested in the 2nd paragraph of your letter.*' 

43* This close* the history of theae Nimor holdings up to the final deciaian 
of tlie Supreme Government oa to tlie tenure oti wliich. they were to be held* 

I have recorded in paragraph* 22 to 42 of this letter at length the whole of 
the coiteflpoibdence which passed on the subject, and which appears to me to 
prove,"“ 

* lialinttd by Captain Covpcr. (Sec diUM 5 of parsgnpli 4A ft tha letter*) 
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ItU —Ttwt Gmmot Geii«ra4 ^ (•«« pmgnpltt 16 md 

17 of this J«Uer) of the 4tti Mafcb 1820| dthaugh he d«duied to pledge 
the Gorerameat to the hereditary coatimieuce of yet dktiQcdy 

deolored that such continueaoe wia to be left aa open queetiotif in rqgard 
especittUy to the Sttrlnjims naaii;^ beiwditary by Mr> EJphtnetone, 

2jid .—^Thet these Nimtir holdings fornicU poriioa of a Buniytm which 
Mri Elplunatoae had marked heiedUmy* (See ptragraph 13 of this letter*) 
3fY/.—That the Supreme Qonmineat deemed itnecettsaiy to order & 
special inquiry (see pamgmph 32 of this letter) regarding these N'lmar 
holdings^ the result of which was a formal declaration that they were to be 
xcBumed after the death of Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhure^ to whom the 
CiOvemmeat considered it very doubtful whether they should have been 
restored at all* (See psragmph 34 of this letter*) 

4th .—That this restoration fur Ufo was distinctly declared (see paragrapli 
34 of this letter) by die Supreme Government to be sanctioned, piartly, 
in consideration of au erroneous declaration previously made by Sir J ■ 
Malcolm that the Imlding was an liiaru one. 

5^A.—That a Switid was Issued under the seal of the higlicst authority in 
India, specLally declaring that these Nimar holdings v;oald b€ returned on Vit- 
tulrao Mulhar Poorundhurec's death* (See par^rapba 38 & 39 of this letter*) 
6th .—Tlmt such a declaration^ made in such a manner, cannot by any 
construction be held to have leftj or to liave intended to leave tlieae Nimar 
holdinga on the footing on whicli tlie other Surinjams (among which was 
the Deccan portion of the Surinjam of Vittulrao HulUar Poorundhuree) 
which hud been marked hereditary by Elphnistonc stood,—i* ff. that at the 
death of tlie holder the qiiealion of continuance would bo taken into confil- 
deration and determined, (^ee paragraphs 16 and 17 of this letter.) 

TtA*—Tliat when the Supreme Government decided that Uiese Nimar 
holdings should be resunicd at the death of Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree, 
they had before thEmi the whole of the evideaec now forthcoming* (See 
paragraphs 25 and 33 of this letter). 

44. 1 would here obBcrve that Vittulrao Mtdhar Poorundhuree was not 
placed in possession of the wh>U of the Nimar holdings ordei'ed to be released 
by Mfi Elphinstoncj entered in his lists of Jogheers as to be continued," and 
erroneously shown in Mr* Chaplin's Regliter '* as having been restored* 
The Qovemor Qenerafa Sunud restored the two villagea of Chugaum and 
Nagaum, and a share of the revenue (the Mokaasa Umul) of the village of 
Sangvee; hat the other four items,e* the shares of the revenue of the four 
villages of Bnhadurpoor, Ichapoor, Oomertee, and Boree,—were aewr* tettand 
Hi tflf. This is a fact to which it will be necessary hereinafter more particularly 
to advert. (See pangi'aphs 63 and 159 of this letter*) 
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45. By the Treaty of the 13th December 1822, the dUtnct of Umber, and 
with it a po^rtion of Vittulnio Mulhar’a Surihjam, valued at Rs. 1,100, and 
consiiting' of a ahare of Che revenue of the two viftagea of Aniervelty 
Temb^, and Muchindrt Chipcbolee, waa tiwisfi^rred to the Nbam, and Poo- 
rundfauree^s rights were eubaequentlyj with thoae of several other persona, for 
a time withheld. Through the intervention, however, of the British Govern¬ 
ment, matters were arranged, anti the son, Cluitmajee Viitul, is now in gua- 
I'ftiiteeil possession. (See paragraph 149 of this letter.) 

46, Vittulreo Miilhar remained in possession of the Surinjam, which had 
been restored to him, until his deattk on the 12th January 1840, when the 
[n^rtion in Ninrnr was resumed, according to the pro visions (see paragraph 
38 of this letter) of the Sunud under which he had been permitted to liold it. 
The portions of the Surinjam in the Poona and Aboiednuggur CollectomCes 
were continued to liis eon, Clumnajee Vittnl, for his lifetime, under the ordcis 
of Government, contained in the PoJitieal Secretary’s letters numbered 4U6 and 
{>40, and dated respectively the 28th February and the Ist April 1840, 

47. The report (No- 202 of the 26Eh February 1840) made by tile Collec¬ 
tor of Ahmednuggur on Vittuhao Mtilhu’s death was accompanied hy a lii^t 
of the items composing the Surhijam which the deceased had hetdi and In 
this list Petah Boorhanuggur was iaclmled, at a valuation of Its. 567-9-9, 

48, Chimiinjcc VittuI Poorundhtirce on the tllh July 1840 addressed the 
Bombay Governraentj. begging that the Nimar villages might be restored to 
him. His letter was fbrwai'detl for the rc[joi-t of the Acting Agent for Siixiars, 
Mr, Mills, who, on the 30th October 1846, informed Govenimeiit us follows 

“The Acting Agent begs leave to foi'wm-tl unoriginal letter, dated tho 
2Jrd instant, and onclosuiCp finm the Uesident at Indore, fi-om which it will 
ajijiear that petitioner 1ia:3 no dalni whatever to the villages be ulludos to, 
the (fovemor Gencj’ut In Council having decided tliat they were merely life- 
grants to jM^titioncr*a father, Under tliesc circumstances, tlie {leti(toner may 
be informed that his title to the villages he claims is inodmibaible,*’ 

41 ). The request of {Jbiniuajce VittuI Poorundliuree was then, in the Po¬ 
litical SecL'ctary’s letter No. 2490 of the 14tli November 1840, negatived In 

the (bllowlug terms :— ^ 

“ 1 am dctiired to Eignify to you tbot^ on inquiry, it appears that the vlb 
lages in question, having been mer^y lifo^grants^ lapsed to Government on 
tho demise of your father, and that the Gbvemor in CouncU.caimoty there¬ 
fore, comply with your petition.** , , ^ 

50* A co])y of the Political Secretary’s^ reply to Chi^n^qp^j|i§|A (No. 
2491 of the 14th November 1840) was on ithe some dott^ jlbrwv^F the 
Acting Agent for Sirdars, with a request tibat he, would " be ptaiod report, 

^ ' ■ i ♦■ ■■ 



AFPRHmS. D. 


fbr tlie informution of Gtivommcnt, the tcrtuie urdtr which die villi^rea Biliiat*. 
«l in tlie Poona and Aliniednuggur lerritnry wcjt: hdil by the pctitionci’s 
filth er*" 

51. TIjc Agent, m n letter. No. 101 dated the 14th April 184J, aJlbrik^l 
llic iiilbi'iiiation ciilled for in rn^ird to the Dfccan vjila|:i,e 5 , und added an'OOiii- 
luendHticm that those in Nimar thoidd I Hi likewise coutmuedf o^tlguing, ais tlio 
^louiids on which be had arrived at an opinion opposite to ilic one estprcb^cd 
in Ill'S j)ieviui(fl rcpoi"! to Cioverniiicnt of tlm October lh40, tii<^ fnt L of Liit. 
revenues of the Nimiir vdhit;es luiviiig been iiichided in Mr* MeDonneU''* 
i.Litemcnt of Snrifijain^tj and also m thof^^ of Mr. Marji<>tt sub milted to (to- 
visrnient on the 1 st August 1834. Mr. Mills tliongld tJmt the .ippUeatioii of the 
JtnIrs framed by Mr. Mauiott^and pmniutguh'd iurobvoivaneu by the Jloinbav 
fhjvernuient pending dmsion by the Toiiit of Diroctoiii, luiiildlcd llie previoim 

decision oftbe (toveriHir (jonenLl In Council. 

■Vi. Mr. Milk KX'iiis howEjvei, to have eomplchdy overlooked lUu grounds 

lui wlijch the doc’isii>n of ttie Snpreinr (hfveriinieni (see paruEimpli 34c^f thh 

li ttui) had Ijwti Ihistd, uiid the iinpoitiut tUet that the Niin iv villages hud nut 

U eii htild by ViUubao Muihar Poormulhuree at llie breaking out of the war, 

and that on tldv ueeount it hiul heemed (o the tiupn-mc (iuviTiinicnt “ very 

dimlitinl wind her Vitluhao MuJhai was enlUled to resume |Wssesston of tins 

vdLiee’> on (urff footing utlfer niaiiy ycui^' ttUal aiiandouiuoiit of tlu in,” They 

vvf’ie jiuliLdtJth it is fincj in Mr. MeDimiieU’s statemcnl, but Wj/V^ to bir/Kby, 

tthieli wui atterwards made by iMr. ChupUii, mid which juoved Uiat they did 

of, like the Deeeaii villages fulfil the teims om ?r/de^ i/ioiic Mr. ]Cl|ddnatmic 

hud cfuiU'inpiated ihe rt”sttjiation of niiy hokhiag, whether Suiiiijaiu or hiam, 

53. (hi Ihft ‘itttU July 1841 the liombuy fluveiTUnent, Ihrongb their 

JPolitical Seerotafv. fin warded to the (7ov<^i'in.iiciit of India copies of the iiiider- 

+ ’ 

mentioTicd rtiji’esjiondeiice, ** fiir such notice as ihe J£ight Honorable tJjc Oo-- 
vi'rnor OencraJ in Coiintil may deem it to dcservii" 

Tlie |ietition fmm Cbimasyicc Vittul Poorundliurce daU^il lltU July 18411, 

rctrrrcd to in paragraph 48 of thia letter. 

The report by the Acting Agent fiw Sirdara dated the 30th October 

(840, refenied to in paragi)t^48 of thlfwtter. 

TJje reply of Government to CKnuuyfle Vittul Poorundharee dated tJio 
14th November 1840, reienwiilio in pBfflgtftph 49 of this letter,, 

The letter from Govemm«# to the Acting Agent for Sirdars dated tlie 
14th November t940, re^ferrod iSi in paragraph 30 of thia letter. 

The Agenf* reply dated l4th April 1841, referred to in paragraph 
til 

34JA TOe the Supreme, OoTerament, conveyed in their Political 

Ha. ' 
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Secretary's letter No. 2334 of the 23rd Augunt 1843, wa« accompantetl by a 
memorandum of previous proceedings in regard to the Nintar vtlJogeR, the 
siihstancc of which is given in paiagraphs 32 to 36, and 38 and 39 of this 
tetter, and the tenure on which they had been held was ejtplained as having 
been by the reetoJution of the Governor General in Council “ limited to the 
life of Vittulraup'' 

55. The foregoing decision ol the Government of India was communicated 
in the foHowing terms to tJie Agent for Sirdars, in the Political Secretary's 
letter No. 2775 of the 7t!i October 1841 :— 

*' With reference to your tetter [tliu letter recommending tJic restoration 
of the Nimar villages, reterrod to [n paragraph 51] dated the 14th April last, 
No. 101, I am directed by the ITonorable the Governor in Council to 
tran^^nut fi>r yotir informatioit cojiy of a communication from Mr. Secretary 
Mad<loek, dated iJie 23r<l August last. No. 3334, from which yoti wili 
jHirccivc the grounds on which the villages of’Nugaum and Cliugaum were 
resumed by the (Tovernment of India on tlifc death of tlie late Vittulrao 
Mulliar Pourundhiiree.'' 

5G. The Dec;can holdings liad l>ireu entered in liats of Suritijam^ submitted 
to Government by the Agent, Mr. Mills, on the 33rd October 1840, as No, 28 
of Class r., the date of original grant being shown as a. i>. 1741, and the 
cohinm of'*Hcmai'ks” contuiaiiig the following entry :—■ 

**ViUulmo Miitimr Poorundharee die<L in January 1840, and die estate 
has been con tinned to liis son, jiccuiding to the late Agent's Riilea.'* 

57. Tlio princijiles upon which Mr. MilLi had framed liis lists were pro¬ 
nounced by tlie Honorable Court of Directors to be erroneous, and at variance 
with their intentions; they consequently, in a despatch No. 37 of the 36tli 
October 1843, enunciated definite Uiiles, according to which they det^iredthat 
new lists sliould be framed, and in the 30th paragnqih of this despatch they 
tlma adverted to Uic Decctin Surmjam, which had been resumed at the death 
of Vittulrao Mulbar Pooruudhurec:— 

** The si;ith and last case is that of Vittulruo Mulhar Poornndhurec, 
whose Surinjam of Its. 7,491-3-37 you luLve determitieil to continue for one 
more generation. The original grant of this estate being of the early date 
of 1741, it must, under the principles laid down in the present despatch, be 
hereditary, and we direct that it be so considered,” 

58. The principles laid down by the Honorable Court were,— 

1. (Paragraph 9 of Honorable Court's despatch.)—-'‘That all Jagheers 
In Class t. of Mr. Mills' list, which bear dates anterior to 1751, be, os 
Mr. Elphinstonc recommends, ‘ hereditary in the fullest sense of the word/ 
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together with those of which the dutea are unknown, but whtcli ore known 
to be flnclent.^^ 

IL (Paragraph 10 of Troriorab[o Court*a despatch*)—" In addition to 
these ancient Jaghccrs, all tliuste of more recent date which were granted 
in commutation for the reeumptioii of more ancient posseseiona (wliich in 
kno^vn to liave been the ca^e with aume) are entitled in like manner to on 
liprcditory tenure*” 

III* (Pamgraph 12 of Honorable Court's despatch.)—"That with re¬ 
gard to Surinjam grants bearing date subsequent to J7SI, resumption after 
a second generation from the conquest, makiug a pwinsionary pTuvieion equal 
to half die net pmceeds of the Surinjam lands for the generation ne^t But> 
ceeding, should he the general rule,” 

IV. (Paragraph 12 of Honorable Court's despatch).—"Tilat leases ibi 
\vhieh Mr, ElphJiistone may have recommended a more extended proviMioti” 
should be separately and spcciiiJIy coiisidcicd, us also any other cases 
deemed to require auch eonsUieralioii. 

5il. Tlicsc instructions were cointnuidcatcrl to the Agent fur Siidan;, Mi* 
Warden, wlio was orrlcrcfl tfj frame new lists in the (Jhief SeereLory^s Jetter 
No* !I94 of the 9th May 1841^ the 10th paragraph of which specially adverted 
fai this Surinjam in tlie fqllowing tcrmii:— 

In regard to the 2Qtli paragraph of the llonorable Court's despatch, F 
am directed to request that you will ascei'tain and repoi't to Ooverument 
whether the family of the late Vittulrao Mullmr Poonindhuree possess any 
documentary proofs of the estate lic!d hy the deceased having, as uejaerted 
by them, been granted to his family in, the yi^ar 1741,” 

60. New Itsis were accordingly framed, and suhmiUed to ODvernmcivt with 
Mr. Warden’s teller No* 225 of the 20 lIi peecmhei 1844, They were divided 
into several classes, the fifth being one of Surinjams improjierly resumed, and, 
therefore, to be restored with arrears. In this class the Nimar holdings were 
entered as No, 2, as shown in the following extmet 
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ril^ Iji iHLli piLras^mph of liis tnmnuiULoiy letfL"!-, No. 22r> of tlio 
Oot'riiilH'r 1844, Mr* VVardoii oliiirc'd tlio following RxpLunutloii in iX3[^il to 
I his Siiniijmii, jiioUitUti^; a portion daimoti iii; ITijaloostaii:— 


[ II reply ta yuiir Iasi piim[;mph, 1 have tho honour to report that the 
Irtiiiily of Viltulrao Mnlliar Poe i void Ini lee has jirodneod twciUy-oiit* ^uhikIh 
or title-deeds, of vvliieli fourU‘Oi> rdato to lii^? i^unnjcim in Pouim and 
AJiriiediui^^tJr, smd seven ki his i^tate in ]TiniloDsta>k vvliich Instj 1 am hi- 
fi >mniih Jius lh:en rcsunieiJ, nltlnm^h granted by two SunaiU, dati!d one in a. ik 
ami the other in a, j>* 1744, and which should, ihoretbrc, be restored, 
with IInears* 7'lie Poona and AlitiH’dnuggur iKisscssiotts are secured liy 
Snuiids Ikiui ingdatosi from Ai d. 1711) to a. d, J768: of lliescseven are dated 
suijscijut'iilly to A, D* 1751, but us all these refer to older grants, and Mr. 
JlJpliiiiHtone declares the estate to liavc existed acvciity^iglit years in 1819, 
wJiicli givc^ tine year 1741 as tliat of tJie urlgind grant, as set dowtk by me 
in the lists of 18^14, J think no mistake can have bi'on mode on this point. 

fi‘2. Mr* Warden's lists were revised by his successor, Mr* Brown, who 
rc-transmitteti them to Government on tlie 2(itU Octuber 1847, The whole 
of Ptiorundhuree's Surinjam was entered as No. 19 of Claiw 1*, as shewn in 
tlie tbllowing exliuct. In tlic List No, 5 t)ic Nimai iH>itioii alone was shown, 
but the eiUry wv,^ a mere repetition oi a portion of tliat below extracted. 
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Hn- 

42(1 None, llcrnlitary In l1ip OIass of Moot-This jSiiritijhrtiilftr mmij' 

in the full- Nci. ?■—Vit- SiiuhiIh^ mid by them it apfienr^i 

rst eoiii^e of tulrao l>oo^l 1 lldhuHK^ tlmt tliu tt-iiure itf the Surinjftiii 

tilt wonl. JS(? in of tlie (;ri.a! ^ mitecedcdt to Esuiidv Ailmin 

fnmily of Pfipfu]i- (a. u, 1741). Trjuj^rttions of 

flhiirpi'. lie IS pikor, them nrc eoiitoiiied io ApitcnJi^ 

uiid ]iji delit. Jlelef^ A to the list. 

(he I'enliwH curly inTJiis Sorinjaindjir n Sn- 

i!h' war, nnil rctnrnni rinjftm jil Hindoos ton to the 

to Ilia village of AW. auipunt of'Rs. The 

ti^iiincnidwnhTbnt l^cn^aL futtlioyiticA ahoiihi be ad- 

rrah-il Jurosi'lf to dressed, tu order that (his Sii- 

avoid waiting on mef rinjam slinnld be restored, 

when I ]jas!<ci| it iivljy an overaight, ihb portion of the 
A|iril. Ts>Ti't!U]i the, £^urhijaTii waa rotoiiird by Go- 
I whole of his daghecr, vemiiieut when the reniRinder 

neconhogto LtnIeNo, was rcsloreil lo the frreai'Ut in- 

Lmid; heretlitary, ciimbcnt in A, t». IH-IO. iStmuda 

and Choi' Chit tecs are in the 
]ioast%iioii of this Ticnfon, (See 
2 of Statetneut No, I of List 
' No. V,) 
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63* In liotl* Mr, Warden ^ and Mr, Urown^s liatB tlio Mokassa UmiilH <if 
five IlijidnoAtan were ctiterc^i aH t£> be reytorchrl tt> the son^ (^biinna- 

Jec VilUil, HltljoiLig}i four out of the five had never been lield by the father, 
Vitf.iilitifi MiiJhnr, as they bad never been r-eatored at all tf> hiin (sec paragraph 
44 Ilf lliis and, consequently, could not have been, os stated in the 

lists, n^uruniL 

64* The remarks iniuJe by Mr* Jirowii referred in the following terms to 
translations ofSimuds produml by ChiuniujeE^ Vitlul 

■' Tills Surinjanular imsscsacs many Sunuds, and by them it appears tliat 
the tcimrc of the Snrinjam is antecedent to Ktiunay Arbain (a, i>. 1741); 
ti'onslations of them cimtaiiied in Ap^Hmdix A to this lisC* 

Hut Appendix A eonl.aiiiod transhitions of the Sunuds for the Nimar holding 
vntj/, not of the Bumids foi the Uecean portion; and this ia remarkable, be- 
euuHC tJic Honorable Co ml liad only refciTS]d ti> the Deccan Suriiijam, end 
biviiuse it has now l>eeii discoverer! that its date of gnint was iiieorrcj'etly re- 
pi'e5enti;d. (See f.^aplain Cowficr's I'eport No, (ijd dalc’d the 10th Novem¬ 
ber Ttj>j3, to be foiinrl at the end of this Appendix*) 

65* The revised Siirinjam lists were sanctioned gcneniily by the 1 ronondde 
(yimrt of DiiTcehin^ in their despatrli No, 15 of the 13'2ijd Afay IHIH, pragraplis 
2 to 12 , and it was with nefercnce to thin sanction that on the iHth Deccniher 
IH4U the Acting Agent, Mr. Hmiler, solicited the ortlers of Government 
us to whether or not he shovild convey the in»trnetions of the tlonoi able Oairt, 
In i-c-spect to the Nimar villages, to the aiitlieiitiei? in the Itungnl J^rcj^idcLicy. 

66. Coiiseqneiit on tliia application, (/oveniment calleil (Political Sccic- 
lary*s IctU^r No, HH of tbc Htli January lK5l)) ujmn the Acting Agent to 
fill'llish anthenticated extmets from the Surinjam lists relating to tin; Nimar 
villages^, whieli ivere, h^getlilr with an exli’aeb paragraphs 2 to 12 of the floiior- 
nbli; Court's des[iiitcli of the 22jid May 1H41J, No, 15, fonvurfied (Pi4itio:il 
Secretary's letter No. 36 of the I5tb March 1H50) to tlic Covcinmcnt ttf 
Imliu, willi a request that instructions naight be issued for restoring tlie vib 
l:^^os, on hereditary tenure, to Cliimnajee VittuI Poorumlliurcc. 

67, The Secretury to the Govermiieiit of India in llie Foreign Department 
replied on the Otli Ajiril 1950, No. 073, and intimated that tJie requisite orders 
bad been issued for the restoration of the viLlugcSj and Chimnajee Vitlul was 
accordingly placed in posaesaion of the vdloges ofCbiiganm and Nugaum, and 
the Mokassa Uiuulof the village of Sangvee, arrears amounting to nearly 
Hb* 14,000 being at the same time paid to Inm. 

68* So stood the case when, on the 28tli February lost, I reported tlic 
discovery of the erroneous entry which liad been made in the lists of 1841 
luiU 1847* The 1st, 2nd, oth, and 2&th paragraphs of my report are below 
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DUtci Nu”ii,aui4 

Tin: ^loktiais riiml«r — 

1. 

Moiijc Unliiuhir|HH>r- 

i} 

^ h 

nhttt h li;4HN[jr. 


I’ll!to OoKlPrlcC- 

4. 



Diito SftngviT. 


pxtracled; the remnininix pfitiimi refijnrcd to msittcrA nx\<\ corresixinrfeticc fil* 
ready recorded :it lenfrtli in tins letter, so that it need not lie repeated hero— 
** I Imve the honour, tinder the orders conveyed in the Cliief Secretary's 

letter Mo* ’1175 of tbo^^th So|itf'mliei' 1 RJi2, to siih- 
niit, ihr y^nlr<'o|]^iificmtion, the eiiriiinstallces under 
wlik'h (he two vllln^xes, mnl the Mokftspit Uinul of 
tlui; five others P])c<uf]<*tl in tht' nmir^iti, were includ¬ 
ed in thci revisiui Sni injum lists os }jnrt of the herc- 
diLury Surinjiim of Cluimiajee Vittul Poonindhnree, 
nud weie subsequently restoreil to him on that 
tfuiup, under the oidurs from llui iF<i]iorub!c Court of Directors pusscil on 
Uuuihove lists (dHTispalch Mo. lo of the 22iid May 1S4!J, [janiifrapha 2 to 12). 

"2. The lioiiomUle Court accni f^iluive |msscd thisdceisjnn on the eini- 
iicH>iis inlin nuvtunif allinded them in the revined listP^—*hy an overs 
tliis port ion of the Stiniijaiu \vi\A retiiiufid by t^ovcniment when the remnmdof 
was Tes^^ml to thi?’ prraeut Sttriiijniudar in A- in 1S4<J,—Suinids and Choi‘ 
Chiltees are in l!ie posscssiim of (Ins person'ivherms, so fiir from tlic ubove 
pol l ion of the Sitihijam li:iviii|^ been reLiEiied by Government through any 
oversi^ln, its rrstfiration hefl been hdly dtsrnfificd, Af/fitit's repr&xittu-' 

fiittti in IK-Jl, aiul JiLid heiiu decisively nep;aLived hy Ibe Gevermneut of Iiulm, 
whieh deeisimi bud i>iv^n c'rjmuniuii’ahi I t^i die A^^ent for Sirdars on the7tli 
GrbihoT lt^4l,iii Liu: Ibdiheal SrereUiry's Idler No, 277.J.” 

-k It thus appeal's t.lmt Vittidmo M ulliur P*unwindhnrcji was not in 
]>r^^sess^on of tljfse viiliv^es at tlie bre^aking out of ihe war, and tlial under 
(iicse eimomUnees Alv, KIphtnstone's urran^iimeiits did nf>t con tern pUlc 
their rcr^toration, wslie iii jst disLinetly instructed all sLthradinatc officers to 
this dlcet. Indeed, one villiiL;!: in the NuLi^Z^ir Colleetorate (the vilhigc of 
T^owhairnggiir, (JhiniJiajeo Vit.nil ]^M>nl]uihlJl'L■e^s chiiiti fo pnitirai tif 
which wius bnaily rejjx^trd in the Clilef Sei'rctaryV Idler No. of tlic 1st 
Attivust \ %vliieli \ras e\:iidly in the position <il the Nimar ones, having 
lu'eni deserted and wusLe for many ycal's prior to the conquest, was not 
restored to Vittulrao Mulhar Pooruiidhurcio, and is at present Khalsut.” 

I have thoit!:^ht it advisahle Ui report on these villages neparatcly, 
leaving the title under whieh tlie Stuhijiini in the Deccan is held hy Chim- 
najee Vittul Poortmdluiree for inquiry, if rof|uiHitc, Ficrcaftcr; thequestkm 
\hv rleeirtioii in this case appearing tf) me simply to 1 m; whether the nonorahJe 
Chnirt of Directors sanetionerl tlie jrnstoratioii of the Nimar villajges on here¬ 
ditary tenure, under the ini press! ou that tEicy Imd been [ireviously lud^l on the 
sumo tenure as the Deccan piuiion of ilio Suriiijam, and had Ijecu tlirough 


* la Mr. Wor«lca*n Ji^U of Iflf J, N(>+ tiiJ of Clftfi 1>* aad No, 2 of Cluw V. j in Mr. 
Drovra's rcvricodlist? of 1^17, No> of Cldin I., aad N(>, 2 ef qtitmucut No. 1. uf liift Nt>i 

!) i> 
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fiversiffht retained l>y rirtvemmentwlien the Deccan portion was restored in 
1H40; or whether tlKs Hoi loraUc Court were aware that the Nimar vi1ia[TeH 
hrul not hc.cn Jidd hy Viitiil MulJmr Poorundharoe at the breaking out of 
the war; that they had been, iimli^rpeculiar cimiinstances, and us an act ot 
irstowl to 1dm, under the Ciovernov Oeiiciursfl ^uiiud, as a ; 

and that tliey had been 14 ViUul Mulhar's death, formally dc- 

(‘lart’<l by the Bupremc (lovcrrmeut, on a I'ceoiisidcration of tlic cascj to 
have ta[Meil to the State.” 

bfh TIui Inam CoinmiBSiioiK'r, Mr. Hart, submitted my report to Goverii- 
nieut with the following letter^ iHfill iliUed the Gth Apiil — 

I Imvc llie hnimnr to submtL jl report N'o. 102, dated 2Sl,h February 
1 jS.'jll, fixiiu my AsftisLint, Captain Cowjicr, showing that it was oil imiH'rfeeL 
inrormatioii that the lloiKiniblo the Court of Dirt^cloi^s were induced to 
sanction tbe i'elim|aLdijnciit to (/hininajee Villiil PixiniiirlhureC} and fho 
eoiitinnanec to hiiUj nn herediUry tciiuir, of entiiiii village;^ and Vrnmls in 
Nil liar, which, under the iU'libei“ate amt timd orders of tlie Governniciit of' 
India, declared nfW referenre to the Cmumissiancr lu the Deceaii, ought 
to have finnlly lapsed to Government at the dcatli of Cliuiinajee's fatiier, 
the late Viitidrsio Mitlhar. 

“2. It rloen not appear necc^wv to a^ld anything to wlmt CaptFiin 
Cnwjii'v has stall'd in liis clear rcporl. on this case, lint with regard to tht* 
iinpoi'taut fuel that the viltagcB in Niuiar had imt bceti licld by VittuhTu^ 
Pool'll II dill] rue at the breaking out of the war, as sliown in f.Captain Cow par's 
l!Uh isanignipli, it may lie as wflt to ii'call the al.teiitioo of Goveuimciit ti^ 
the llanonihle 31r. Flpliinstime's letLcr of the 2fjth Oi tolior ISIU, whit li 
contains the following description ofu ndo observed by him, and sanctioned 
by the Sujii’emo Govcianienl 

iSurinjam ceded to the Dritij>]i Goreniuicnt by the Treaty of 
1817, and no Jughcor not actually enjoyed up to the war, to be ixisiured, 
mdt'ss s]ieciii[ly direclod so to be,' 

** This rule would appear to be. doubly fatal to any elnim by Poorundliun^e 
to any purl of his former Surlnjam in Jfinmr, (Ui, bcKidea not having 
enjoyed at tlu^ breaking out of the war, it would appear to have been fn- 
cludfMl among the cessions made by the Treaty of Poona, the position of 
which ii!) thus explained by Mr. Elplunstoue in the 5tli pamgrajili of hia 
despatch No. 7W dated 18tli June 181ft, lo the Governor General — 

“'The Peshwa’s whole revenue, before the lost Treaty, amounted to 
!Ra. 2,15,0Q,(XK), of ^vhJeh Rs. 1)5,00,000 was paid into the treasury, 
and IIs. 1,20,00,000 allotted to Jngheerdurs; of tliis East sum Its. 
2t),Gn,0U0 waa pi'oduecd by knd in llUidootjian, which had greatly de- 
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dined in valuc^ and frnin wliidi tlie Pesliwn derived no benefit wbatevor. 
This laat Its, 2fJ,^jU|000^ with Jts. 32,00,0(K) of the nmnimt pay able 
into the treasury} was ceded by the Treaty of Poona^ conc^iiuled in June 
last/ 

“3. Knoufih, howcveiv has, I think, been stuted by Captain Cowper^ tn 
rnuhlo CovertnueiU to come to a decision on the question submitted in the 
hist para^rajih of his report, and to jiid;^c how any reply which can bo 
pven to it ou^ht tualVect, in this pirticuhir c^ise, tlie ^cncml sanction ^iven 
!jy the IJonorabie t^onrt o( Dii color:( to the settieineiiit ptxijioj^d by tliu 
mviBcal Siirinjarii liiits of LS47,'' 


70. The Bombay (.lOvcrilnient, on this information, i‘icoominendefl the 
iiniiicdiHle lesumption of the vilhi^os, and the foUowitij^ letter, No. 275(J of the 
23I’d June wus. addreised by their Political tlecictary to the (jioveriioiieiit 

of India:— 


“ With reference to the coiTesponrlenee uoled m the niai^dn^ I am dircct- 


“ To the Si!frctnrv t[i thu 
(liat’)'inTpnnt IiKlift, Nck 


ed Lti tiansinit to yon, for submission Co tlic Most 
Nfihlo tJie (iovnrnor fienerul of ImlEa in Co mid 1, 


,'Hi ilntuJ tliu l^Ui MHidi 

rnmi (Idtto, TV(». 
fluL’d Mh A^n'il iSoO, 


fojjy of a letter and of iLs enclosure fmm Mr- Hurt, 
(be iate loam Chnomissioticr, IVo. IHMJ dated tlic 
oth April last, showing tlnit it wsls on im[it^rfect 


mformntlen 


that the nonorablo the (‘oiirt of Bin^’tors wejie induced to 


anilioi'ise the. eoiiLimiauee, on hereditary Uiiiurc, h^ idnulamnu Vittul Poo- 

i nmlhorci', ofeertsiiii villages and l onnlfi in Ninmr, which, under tlie ordcjs 

contained in Mr, SMOTelaiv win ton's letter datiHi the 3Ktli December 1H22, 

+■ * 

onj^ht t(> have }ieen ivsiiiued- 

“'J. hi forwarding these donniientfi, 1 am desired to add thereto copy 
of a Minute tiiercuu by the Ihs^hlUonmuhle the (fovemor, concurred m 
by the Honorable Mr. Blanc, flatcd tht Jdtli itisLant, and Ut leijuest tliut, 
witli reference to the Jbtli panij;rapli of the latter document, y<ni will have 
the goodness to submit to the Most Noble the (Governor (h^iiciiLl in Onm- 
cil the suggestion of this (Jovernmeiil,, that immediate stciw may bn taken 
to resume the villages and UniiiEs m c|ncslioii. 

“ 3. The Resident at Indon; lias I wen addres&eil on tlie huljjecl, in order 
that any porthm of the income which may possibly be in ilia bunds may 
he withheld, pending furlhev ordersi from tiie (xoveninient of India,*^ 

71. The Government of India, in their Foreign Secretary'^s letter No. 
3233, of the 22nd July 1853, below transcrilied, intimated their coneurrenco, 
liud Uiut orders for the J^cstimjition of the Nimur villages had bean issued i— 

" 1 linve the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your despatch dated 
the 2yrd ultimo, No. ti9, forwunUiig copies of u letter and of it* eiwbsure 
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An^£NDJX D. 


iram Mr. Ifaitj tJiA late rniim Cummissioiicr^ anJ &f a ]VIiiiiLt<! rocordctl 
tbOi'Cuf>ou by tiie Honorable tlie Governor, poiiilijig out tlmt it wufi 

on inipiiifctit iiiFyfrnatifjn that tlio llo[:ii>rLjb1c the Court tiF DiretEtors were 
inrlucecl to nutborlKe the cfintiiuianec, on bereditury tenure, to Chintumun 
VittiJ I’ooriJudliurce, of eortuiii villuge^ nnil tJmuti4 hi Ninmr, which ought 
to Jiavc been resumed. 


2, In rajily, f am diitEeteii to acquaint you that the rccommemlation 
of the Govemment ol liomhay, wliicli was geiieinlly n[jprovcci of by tlic Court 
of Dircotoiitt, ami wiiieU, under that up[ji-oval, led Ibo Goveniment of I ml in 
in IHAO h) TCKt[jrc Ibc [Viuiur vilbigCH that hsttl been resumed, and ^nopeily 
resumed, after full eom^idcraiion by the Cluvormnoat of India in iHdU-^U, 
ivius fuuiided ujioii u mistaken sutementof the facts of the ease. Ills Loni- 
in Council agrees with the Government of BoinbiLy in thinking tUa(. 
the error ^^hould 1>e at once corrected hy the imciiII of the oidcr of IhoU, ami 


iJie immediate recovery of the villages in ijucstiotu 

y. The iicshlciit at I mb no has been directed accord I iigTy* 


“ 4, A copy of tliift correspondence will lie i[uly lorwuitlcd tor the iiilhi^ 


matlon of the Honorable tlie Coui t of Dli ccturs/’ 


72* Continent on the above, oidel's were on the Ifttli August 
issued to tlie Agent for Hirilnrs tn cruse the t [indoofiitan |>ortion of the Surin- 
j:un frtnn the Surlnjain lisb^, and the fat-t of their rcsumplion having betui 
orilcred was at the same time ncitified to that olliccr* 

73. Meanwiiilc, the late Agiait, Mr+ AVm^lcn, Inwl, in the lh>litical Scert:^ 

fury's letter No, of the 23id May IHoll, Ikh h rnptested to i'\phtin wliat 
liad occurred, Govcrinncnt remarking that IIIey pcisscsscil no means of ;ic- 
eoiinting f!ir the lUct of Wmdcii and liiown having in their respective 

^^urit]Ja1n lists nindc no ahusioii wlialever to the tTorresitoiuleiieo I'ecurded in 

flic Agent s Ollicc in JNdl, und df^ilily:■t!y showing the res.[ifion of lliu Niinar 

8minjum to have l>ecn made afUir full dii^cuesion, and lud by miy i>vt'rsiglih 

74. Having now bronglit the history uf this ■Sarmjaiu down llic peri^id 
at which the case was lelerrod to tlie Honorable Mr, Wuitteii ilir bis ejii]diina- 
lion, I proceed to notice the various portions of that ^^nllenuuj^s letter wJjich 
accm to requii'c explanation or ixin;irk, 

75. The 1st parigrajdi describes Mr. Hart’a repoit as one in whidi helms 
attempted to show ^Hhat two villages, and ]jortions ef the revenue of oI hers, 

ere continued on impel feet iiiforniatlon, to Cjiimoiirao Vitl.ul Pcjoriindliui ce/^ 
After n careful peruiia] of the Honorable Mr. Warden's Icttcrr, I fiave fsiilcd to 
discover anything whatever to prove that I was at all wrong In reporting. In 
Uic 2ud paragraph of niy letter JVo. 102 ol the 28th Tebruitry last,— 

*^* 2 . The Xloiiorablc Court seem tu have pas^d this decision on the 
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<^rroneous infoLHiiatinn afforded to them in the revised lists—(in Mr, Warden’s 
lisU of lfi44, iNo. of Class L and No, 2 of Class V.j in Mr, Brown’s 
revised lists of 1847, No. 15) urCliLss L and No, 2 of staLeiaent No, J of List 
No, 5)— * By an oversijjlit, lliU portion of tlie Snrinjam Wixs retained 
by Government when the retiminder was restored to tlje present Snrinjamdar 
ill A, u, SiiTiudfi and Chor Cliitteea are in the posjacssion of this 

pei'ison’j—wlicreufl, so fur from the nhove portion of tlic Surinjunt liaviu;^ 
boeii retained l>y Government tlutni;>U any over>ii^ht, its restoration Innl been 
fully djseusse<l ati the represeuifttinit, m 1841, :m<l liaxi been ileei- 

sively tiegalived by the Government of India, wliieh iliMdsion liad been 
eoniTmmu'ated to the Agent for 8irJurti on tJie 7lli Oetuber 1841, in the 
j^jiltieat rebuy's letter No. 277.'j.” 


[l novv a]i]iears tliat all this has really oeeiirred just as I siipjioserl to have 
been the ease, liait I anii at a hts^ to eotiecdvc Ifow uueli inlormation eun he 
viewi^il as any tiling (dsis Lnt most iniperfeet, 

7fi, ’I'he iliid ami ^iid jjaJcigraphji of tho Honorable iMi\ Waideii’s lelter 
e\|>biiii the ciremnstaiw'es iiudcr wliieh the erroneous eiitry’^—Ily an over¬ 
sight, tills ]>ortion of the Stuinjam wlis retiiiiied by Government when llie 
rmnaiiLdor was rrsturetl tii the present Sin injamdur m A. Ji. 1840"—wan made 
in tile IIrinjam lists prejKire^l liy hino It a[i|jem's tliai the decision jiiissecl 
uEid reeoi'dtyl iti 1S4I wits never seen by, nor Inought to tJie notice of the 
IJoiiondde Mr. \Varden, aItJemgh ho observes— 

*‘TJi;U 1 ought tit have seen ibis eorreS| said cnee there ifi no doid^l, aiul 
1 eoidd not havo avoided heeing It if iVIr. Mills had eompilnd his reeordu 
as n cLtrds uri' ih)vv universidly juesiTVi^tl, instead ol dividing his (T^nri^i^jioiirb 
eiice into VIdimies of * Inward and Outward Leth'rs,’ iiiuind up uccoriLiiig 
to their dates, and fpiitc irrespective td the HnhjeeLs to which tli<T letters 
ficverally related,” 


The Agent for Sirdars has iiifonned me, undiTdntc the Hih (Jetober hist, 
No. that the |dan ado[>ted by the late Agent, Mr. jVlilts (that just re- 

icrreii bi), is still in Ibi-ce in lUe Agent's Ojllce,” 

77. Tin? ironurablc Mr* Warden in Ids 2nd [laiitgrnjdi sUU'ii,— 


*' Ihoni A. 0. IH 114 toA. n. l!^-12 I iiad no oflirial eniiiieetion with the 
])e eearj; during this iribnval the two Native oJlleiiils, who had aided in the 
jaeparution of the Surhijani lisLs submitted by Mr* Marriott in 18118, 
had been exchanged for two strange is, so that meuiory eoidd not aid 
any of as," 

I do not understand tim allusion to the lists of 188J, which oonld not, us 
far ciii f can :jcc, tfirow any light whatever mi the discitssio/t in 1841, wideh 
ttioue was wlmt olight to liavc been brought to notice; but, a|iurt btim lids, 1 
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fiml tlial, on ihi* 14tli O^.-labcr lW4], a Muratlicc letter, No* HiJDj cotipeyijtj^ 
the deelslotj of the Si^iircme f government, Jiml IxJcn addnejised by the 
Mr. Mill!), to Cfiinniajee Vittul PooniudhureCj so tliat tire Murathee office of 
die A^eiit, at any ratt!, must Imvc hocn acf]Tiaintetl with ivlmt had pos&t^ti. 

7K* III the next (tJie 3rdJ tlio lloiirirahle Mr* Warden expresses 

the fblJowiii^ Ojjuiion;— 

** It dues 11 fd, liowevcr^ F^dlow', as it apjiciirs to me, that any fraud or 
wilful siippresstun tn<ik place mi the jiart of the Native servants of the 
Agent's Offfee un that ipf.casion, fSir ulthon^h on the lisU there is only the 
brid iifiie (I rpiuie- fnmi Captain Cnivper^H I'opy of it)—* liy no gversi^lit, 
this pi^rtioii of llie Surmjsim wsis retained by fruveriimcnt when the i‘e- 
iiiiiiiulcr was resturid to the proseni Jneiimhent/ —if yon will do lui; the favour 
to ivl'ri- to J3ani^ru[ili Ml of my letter to fJoveriniient dated D«:eiiihei l2Dti>, 
1844, to which that note was only an iaTompiiMiTiiriit, you will liiid me 
eiitiTiinr into tlie fullowinii; ilelait:—* 1 have the lioiiour to state that the 
family ul Vitiidriio t^xiritndhiiria' him jnodiiced twenty-one Suiiads or title- 
f|ei‘d>;j td' whieli dm linen relate to his Hurhijaiu in Poona and A limed nu^- 
j^nr, mt<l j^mrn to hh iHitrita iti which last, T tfioi Iius 

Ihicii n’smned, idtliou^h hy two Sunnds, dated, one in a* n. 1730' 

mid 1.1 Li' other m m 1744, ifhi.(:k shoKhi, bfi rrstornff icitk 

ifi-rfiirs* Whihs the expressiiiii in the Paregoiiii^ passaj^e-^^ I am inruTni- 
—satlslii's mtr that I hud no ]>roof before me of what 1 asserted, it also 
satisfiei^ tne that my snlyardiimlf^ in the OnRiir did not conceal from me 
their belief that tlie ri>iiiinptiun hud taken phicc. ’ 

[ I'oiiiiiiiTv euimot |K?rn'eivo that tho fin t of tlie above letter having been also 
writti'ii In any way alter!? the ease, The remarks in the lists were to Iheellcct 
til at the vi If ages had hern resinned by un oversight/^ was the error, 

iiiid f/iis was not lonxxled hy any thing stated in the letter; on the i-ontiLiiy, 
the kltf‘r left the remarks ninpicstioned, and went on to strengthen the ease 
in fiivour of tlie i^estitntioii by the luhlttion fif other facts (/. iu tJiat tln^ 
:!State in Iliiidoustaii'’ liud been granted hy two Snmids, <lsited, one in A. 
1739 mid the other in a, d. 1744), cuJeuliitJL'd only to enhance tlie necessity 
of renanlying the oveiisight without delay, 

79, As the s^uboi-dinutes did not (and tlie IFonorahle Mr, Warden iji 
Kutisiiod that tliey did not) conceal fiNinn the Agent their liclief that iJio 
resiiiiiptiou Jiad taken jilace,'^ tlie uiily aupjio^iitioii w luch sceniii to me to ho 
Kell is, that diey must liave niisreprcsenled tlie circimistaueeR which liad 
fdiortly before been placed on rccortl in lioth the l^higlisLi and Munitliee offices, 

I allude here to the subondiuuten in tlie Afftmfs OffirCf and 1 make tJiis^ 
djp^Linetioii because X am douhtlul to whom the llouoraUu Mr* Wiirdeu hu!!? 
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referred wlieti flpcaltitig of liis “suk^rdinates in tlic Dnfttir*" for nt the close 
t)f the fi^wne. (the iircl) imvagraph " the Poona Dnftur" h specified the 
place in whieh no oiTicial note “ of the resumption of the llmdooten estate wnfi 
rmirded, or at least Tememhereil." But **t]ie Poona Diiftur'^ is the term hy 
which the Peshwas' reeuitJti, or the ofltee ronluijiliii^ them, liave alwnyj? lieeii 
distm^iusheJ ; and thlt; oflicG hus^ if 1 am rightly infomied, never been uiiy- 
tilitiff else than one of refertmee, tio that no reemd of re^mnption conltl liiive 
been made tii 

HO* ll<iwever, there I'cmains to lie stated that whidij addisl to the fnre- 
ap|>0SLrs to me eondiisively to prove timt tins inforniuliuii must have 
been pur|i<isdy witblidci from the A^erit; and on the HiJiioruljlc Mr. VVmrden'^ 
own previous dunviti^ on a siinilnr {K'rasiou, it appears impossible to aceepiOu^ 
ophiiun he has novr GXpLV'S^edj that “ the most probulile Kolutinii of the dilli^ 
<‘ulty is, that as the eorres[nmdenee wits in the Kn^llsh Ofliec of the Ay[eut 
/or Siidiirs, aud I be land to be rt^simied in eoimtry Wyoiid the Jimils of this 
Presid(!iu'y, and the resuiuplion eousrfjuenlly, not rnmeil into died, 

thmii^li the iiistrumentaljly nf the A^i^iit for SirdaiSj no ollieiid note of it 
was rf cordtd, or at lerSist remeiuheiX'd in the Pouiia ; for when, on 

a former ufvasion, a serious error In the list of I Hdd'—whlidi, hatl the fjovern- 


meiit imt riep'f'ted It, would lisive etm.-^al the Improper alieiialien in jimpetuily 
oi' an estate (the Snrinjam of Madhowmo Neelhunt Pooruialhurei^) valued at 
Jfs. ’Was pointed ont hy llie (lovt-niment to Mr, AVanleii, he in- 

fiinviod them that the head derk of the A 0 ^ 11 Ku^lish f JOire^ In whieh Ilia 
t^orreH poll deuce rcf^ardiin; the r(?suiiiptiou of these Niniar vilhijijCB was leeoitletl, 
had hecn direeted to eKamme and rcttlse the ^urinjam lists of 1H44 hi ihrir 
i'ifinpkfe xtrtiCf hEcaupo from his "wonderful iiieniory, and iliorongJi kntnvledj^o 
id'iill [Kist proce-cdin^s, he wassjjedally fpmlHietl to deterf any errors lu theuu” 
The followhn^ pni liou of the fitli pam^itiidi of the Cliid‘Set retaiy’^s letter No. 
lH!lfi of the flth May I84(i, nddnc’ssed to Mr* Walden's siieccssor, ]\lr. Brfiwii, 
when lift was directi^l to revise ftlr* Warden's lists, elearly explains Iho tir- 
c^imstances to which 1 have just referred 

Tills very important oversight was pointed oat to Mr. Warden 
when lately in Bombay, previons his jm>ce(]<liiij; U^ Bii^Iaud, and his 
explanation ealled for* Jn reply to this l■efel■ellce, Air, Wariien, in a letter 
dated the !2zid Mnrd^ last, stated that he had idtog^^tlier to?t ai^i^lit of the 
orders conUiiued in the Governme^nt letter of tlic 5th January iHliH, above 
alluded to, and that the ^oversight was the more extraordinary an, alter he 
had finished the lj»t^,he hod i>ent them to Amiaba, the head elerk, who had 
^iissisteil in the pre^niratioii of every list of every kind of alienation from the 
time of Mr* Eljdiinsbme^aiid who has a moat wonderful memory, with direc¬ 
tions to j'cvjso them, and point out any errors that mii^ht occur, and llie 
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must fmve ffn^upwl Jiiiu nl>;o/ The Governor in Connell 
eonsIdei'N ihm explaimLioti to be hi tlic hi^lieHt degree nnsatifilWtory/’ 

81, Were this the only case in which such things had occurrwl, I should 

licsitutc to express tlic unALvaurable opinion wlueh 
1 have dune, but the vciy reverse is the Fact, I 
lately HiibiijittcH the re pruts spec j Fled in the 
inav|Tiii, on cusi^h in whidi there seems every reason 
to believe that crroi's of a much graver natuio Inivc 
been eomiuitUMlj and I would solicit a jiornsal of 
tJiose letters, rspeein 11 y of that last eniirtieraled, which shows the llonortdile 
uikI llie (iovermneiii to have |KLssed a deeinion ri^gaiding the Deccan 
p4»rtir)ii i.\\' thfn i'^ry Hurhijtmt (Clijainiijeo VIttuI l^joiumlliurci-'s) 4 ul ill^ort 1 l;'l■ 
tion more inrorrect llnm tliat which is now nncler disciif^i^jijn, (See jnna- 
gniph IFid of’this letter,) 

WU. In jjaragiajd! 4 of thci llcnorahle Mr, Wul'tleii’s letter^ he procceiJs t() 

sIioiVj— 


Nrt. ,'j37i':^l«t September 
1 S,’pL\ 

Nf>. Hi.i,2a<r llftv lp;t3. 
Xu. l!>tli lj{:Lub«r 

Na, SUMOiliNovcuibcp 
ISAJ, 


“ Lvi,—A ill lough, liiul this correspondence iK^en be fore me, I sbould most 
certainly have afliidcd tfj it, that 1 shouM ns certuhily not have deviated 
oin* point fmiii the eourse 1 took in l'es|>t:ct to tins Suriiijaiii in camseijiitmei! 
of such corrcsjioiideuee, the decision of the Siijjrcnio (Sovermnent having 
het'U llie decision of u totally distinct ipnwtion from llnU before me; mid 
even if it had not been so, llml the iiirpiiry originally prp>posed liy 
me was not oidv not to be ulfected bv i«polab'd ib'cisiooiy, but that it wlis on 
thi^ apparent ineoiisistency of tljcso ioi^al ilccisioni^ that the llononihlo the 
(.Umrt of DirecLcprs directed tlic general inquiry into iind decision of these 
chiiiiiH oil certain definite j>rinci[des, saeli inquiry being ciihnstcd to nic, 
ihoagh from the delay—extending ii* tio less iiperiod than filteen inoaths—■ 
that Ofviirred in 1h>mbay in disposing of iny report, I had quittcil India 
beliire it was even imticCfl by the Oovi’mnient, wliicdi urdcied niy successor 
to k^st the ucetiiacy i>f my vvork, nnd 1 have, consequently, over since foIt 
inyst'lf divested of all I’esponKibility as to the resulL” 

{ would, before discussing these two points, point out what appears to me a 
mistake winch the Ponorablc r. Warden iius made, in stating,^ wdth reference 
to his report of Dcocinber lfi44, 226, trausiintting the Swriiijam lists, 
lliat lie ** Inul ejuitted India before it was even noticed hy the Govenimeot," 
This 1 imagine emmot liave bcon the casa^ as in that portion of the Govern¬ 
ment letter wide Ik I Irave ipioted in my Kbth paragraph, it U distinctly stated 
that one of the most s^rrions errors in the listspointed out to Mr, 
Warden when lately in lloinbny, ]>rcvious to his proceeding to England, luid 
liis explanation called for/* 
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83. Thfi Honorable Mr. WnrcJeii Jmving ** for porspicnity'a sake” diapoaed 
of the laat-Btated point fiiGt,—viz, that it wa« the nature of tJieso local dec 

!^ion9 that led to the general inqaijy, which wob not to be aifected by thezn,"-^ 
[ shall discuss It in tlie Name order, and would observe that the local decisions 
referred to were, if I mistake not, decisions of a widely dilTei^iit naitire from 
the one puiised by the Supreme fiovernment in the case of the IVimar villages, 
iJia^much as not one of Ibosie local decisions, that I am aware of, was ever 
puKsed with the slightest reference to iion-possessiun at the breaking out of 
t]|:c war with the Peshwa; whereas, the Nimar villages were apecially directed 
hi be i^esnined at tlie death of Vittulrao Mulliar Poorundhurce (see paragraph 
43 of this letter), because it was consuldered ** very doubtfiil whether” he “ was 
entitled to resume pnsaeitsion of the vi]!li;^ea on an^ footing after many years* 
total abanduimicnt of them," 

84. 3*lic Honorable Mr. Warden in his 6th paragntpli alludes to the order 
of the IToiiorablo t ainrt of Directors that tlie application of the Rules laid 
down in their rleapateh No, 17 of the 26th October 1842, as tho^jic upon whicli 
new liiits of Snrinjamri were to bo framed, sliould bo *^irresj>octivc of a note 
by Mr, Secretary Maddock' anrl a Minute by Lord Auckland, advocating a 
mticJi mol's e\:tensive resumption than the Diroctoi's contemplated,-^lri'e'- 
spcctlvc, in shoLi:, of all that had gone before/* I think it will be found that the 
J fonorabJe Court considered it expedient not to add their original inHUiicii^ms 
oiilt/ bfcause they cuiiiiidered Jjord Anckland'n ordera ia priticlpte similar to 
dielr own,^at Least this is tlie construction I place upon the 22nd paragrupb 
of the llnnoi'uble Court’s de^patcli below quoted:^ 

** In these documents a much more extensive re:^umptiun of these 
Jogheers is advocated than that which we have contemplated, but this more 
extensive rcsnmption is contended for under tlie ei’Toncoun impression 
entertained by Mr, Maddock, in common with Mr. Mills, tlmltim whole of 
the existing Jagheers are derived fjom the Government of the Peshwan, 
and Lord Auckland thinks that the graittif of the Mogul Rmperors, and of 
the Sattara Rajas, should be treated as iiereditary. His Lordship's 
orders arc, therefore, in principle simtlor to our own, and wc do not think 
U necessary to add anything' to the instrnctiona contained in the 
preceding paragraph,*' 

85. 1 con scarcely consider th^^iAstmctions to hare been irrespective of 
the Governor General^s opinion; but however this may, have been, I am cer^ 
tainly not aware of anything on recotd to show that the orders of the Honotn 
able Court were directed to be carried out irreBpective ** of all that had gona 
before^j; on the contrary, 1 am under the impression that the Rules which the 

Ifonorable Court laid down were intended to alter or cancel previous decisions 
10 o 
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m rfispect flw/// to ftrii'iiiftl ^btn of j^rant, and Lhtit enei/yfhiitff eljie was most diii- 
tiiK'ily r>rdr^i'<^d tu I idly r<yi:t>iidiHl i'nv tiudi' uofisideratiuJi and fitiut dUpoeal. 

8fi. U lliorLdbit* [i]}j>eurH cltmr t<J njtj tLiat m arriving at the connlusiun 
eitfp] I'Msed in h'ltt. 7 th pnra|t;rapb, tJmt Ins ottlij* business was to test evejry cJalm 
by llipjsc principles—I. e, noU'ft/ to uscertuin and record the date ol' OTigtnal 
gmntj—I lie Huriomblc Mr. Wurdtn must have misupprehended the intention 
of tlin PLonornbfe Ctnut, niui tlifi Mibsidbiry instmetions which were Issued hy 
the (h>veriiment ot Flombay; for it siii^dy r-aunot be that tlie orders regarding 
original date of gran I were intendcit to npply te posBCHsion at the Lrcikking 
out of the waTj aJitl still loss tlmi these <»rders could justify the entry of ii Sii* 
rinjam recommended 1o ho i‘osti^re<L as hsiving lioni resumed “ by mi over¬ 
sight/^ tin: real ptute of tiu' co-^e tjeing lhal such restim[ilioti liad taken plnee 
iimlcr the distinct oriteia of the ^^ujneme (iovwnment insueii after full difictis- 
sion on twn fleioirate ooeanjons C^. 18122 and 1841), 

87. If the oplnkui I have juf^t olleivd bo a oorreet <mf', it applies with eipud 
force to the remajimig portion of the tlonoralik Mr. VViudoii's Ttli j>iiraginph^ 
in which It is stato^h— 

" And so fiir from tPie clecision of the Supremo ffoveinmcnt In reKj>ectto 
Pooriiiiflhiiiree's Mlninr pfiNsfAHi^ms Iiciiig the only one a mndiHoalinn of 
which Iti favour of the chiimante 1 pmposcdj it will be observed that it terms 
but otm of a list < if no less than twenty-two decision A by the (lovcnnnenl, 
resirniing Surinjams^ whii-h I siiifl should be altereil.'^ 

[ cannot admit that this correctly defines what was done; for, in the first 
place, the remaining twenty-one Inddlngs were simply those which, as gi'anted 
prior to A. i>. 1751, were te ho restoreil on limidituiy tenure ; whereas, the 
Niniar passet>»iens were in a totally difierymt jH^sitlon, us they hud on inqinry 
l)ccn finind not to liave hwm nciifitfl// lield at the hn^ating out of t?ie war 
with the Peshwa. The other twenty-one cases came within a itdc already lai^il 
down by tlm Honorable Court, hut ncit so the twenty-second, for no rule liad 
been defined or even alluded to under whicli a decision pai^sed—as that of 
the Supreme CSovernmcnt bad been.—on tlic grounds of noii-posiiegsiotL 
became null and void. (See paragraph 04 of this letter.) 

88. I have gone thus tur in merely showing that the Nimar possessions— 
albeit one of the tventy-two cases in whieh restoration was recommended—form¬ 
ed, nevei-theless, a case which diScreil entirely from the remaining twenty-one. 
But it nmut be borne in luitidthat whetherthiu difference existed ornot, it had 
nothing whatever to do witJi the ihet brought to the notice of Government by 
the Inam Commission (we paragraph 68 of this letter), that in the Surinjam lists 


+ lieiinted by Captiia Cafrp«r. 
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the grciUFids on which the iiuauinptiun of tJic Nitiiar ptHSde^tonii hiKt token 
place had been not only omitted to be litoted, but hod been acluaUy nus:Uated. 

89* The Honumble Mr. Warden in hia 8lli paragraph proceedfi “to 
show, secondly, (hat the question before the Supreme Governntent and that * 
before me (himacLf) in respect to tlieac landti in Piimar, waij difTnrent.” 

As I nil (lens tond the coacj the two qucHtimiR, ihrnigh not jtredsety Hiinilar, 
were not altogether difterent* "I’hiy were not precisely Kimilar l>ccause the 
Uu!es of declaring u ci'rtoin degicc of antiquily to Un utin of theessentiaU 

un hemlitary tenure, weic not in throe when the decision!} of tlic Supiriiic 
fifjvernment went? passed; but Uiey ussiiretlly cannot be oorrt^etly descrilnKl us 
idtogelher dittcierd, iinlesa it can he inaititaincd t.liut, under tlie links of lH4:i 
(those hiid down by the JloiK^rahfc uiid having no rtderenee whatever 

hi iioii-posseiwion at the hri^akiiii: mit ol'tlus wnr,—paragi'U|»h W5 ol' this 
lelti^r), the uhainluoineiiL of the INiiuar villygc-s jUr lOiiiiv yi^ars prevjoEis to ilic 
war with the Pesliwano longer presented liint obstnele tiJ tin nr hereditary eoit- 
tinuHiLoo wlirch in t!ie judgment of the Stqircm<; Governinent had ■‘cnden'd 
U nccQsSiiry to issue, in ld'J2, a Sifinfd providing fur their rosinnption 

at the dmth of the then iin iiinlient, mid i.iKdccjaro timt decision Jiual on iLs 
rei'oiisidinntioiii in 1^(41. 


fK), i*ar,»graphs P to 17 of his klter this llouoruble Mr. Warden Iills de- 
SiTibed in his Ih'SlIi puiiigiajih us a voJninc sent to mo from CapLuin 

tkwperV nwn opjeti.’* The greater [KO'tioii nf Utis inrurmatiou Juis been 
already laid hoha^t* Government in, i1iy report of (ho 28th bVhruary btst, 
Mu* 102; the ix'st w'ill ho licteinullf'r s|H;eiully rclcireii to inconneetiou with Urn 


ILonorablo Air, Wardeirs oplniun (sec paragraph Jh of letter) that 1 wa^ not 
Justilied in oniitliiig to Uiseft It ill that report; and llio whole hitis submit¬ 


ted at icngtli on the |iiesent oc^f^ixsion, aufl will be found hi ]lamgrapJl^i 22 to 4<1 
of this Icttei^ 


flU tsneh being the oiiso, it cnily seems neeessury lor mo lien: to scipjily one 
fuet which the IJuDoniblo Air* WmxleU has cmiltti:d to stater, but wllirh ajipCiU ri 
to nie matermlly to uftbet u most inqiortant ([iiestlon yet fo be noticed. 

92, Th(5 history of the early inqinry regarding these vilrtges, ami of their 
being oventuuUy eoniirmeil as a tile-grant to Vitliilrao Alulliar Poonnidhiiroe, 
)!} coaduded in the Honorable Atr, Wardeii‘s IbtJi paragraph in the fi>lIowiiig 
words,—“And tlie villages were granted, accordingly, os hitherto lield, vh, on 
Z^t Surinjuni or ottictol tenure, lor lifip,” isuch was moEt undoubtei^ly the rase; 
the villages were granted for life; but they were grunted by a i^unud under the 
Governor Generafs hand aud seal (see paragraph 43 of bis letter), in which 
it was jq>ecifted that they tcotdd le resumed at the death of the grnntee* 

93. Hefoi'e q iiitting this portion of the subject, I would advert to the Honor¬ 
able Mr* Wartlcn'a aj:iplicatioii of tlic term "official tenure" to personal 
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i3uTinJam» held from titc BritiBh (ifivemment, it ia Dot to question tlie cor¬ 
rectness of the expruBBion that I solicit attention to it^ for, without explanation, 
i am in i^nomt^ce of the pfecise meaning that it is intended to convey ; hut it 
•ia a term which 1 have never before found used to describe these Sarinjams, 
and I luLve always eupf»osed its application to be condned to service holdii^^, 
i}4, i must quote in full the Honorable Mr. Wardeifa 3tith paraipap^’ ^ 
it imputes to me conduct of which [ have not been guilty; of wliicli 1 muist 
clearly show that L have not been guilty; and with which the t-rovcmniejit 
will, 1 truHt, decluL'c i should n<it have been charged. The paragraph runs 
thus:— 

“ i leave it to the Government to say, after the perusal of the fore¬ 
going prtcia of a volume sent to me fnim Captain Cowjjcr^s own ofRcc, 
whether he was justified in telling Mr. Ifart, the late Inain ConirnUsloner 
(parngrapfa 3), thsit llic oiiiy portion of the coiTejtjjoiideuce between the 
Nmmr anthuinties which it was of importance to notice was 'that one of the 
villager cliiiitK^l (Chugaum) had ticen abandoned by Vittulrao Mulhai' 
l‘<)oriiiii!iiiiree loiij; prior to its occuiiatioii by the British Government, as 
contained in a private letter fixmi Colonel Smith to Sir John Maleotm'; 
for it was not even (a.H Captain C<iwpcr allegcH) a pointed out by Sir 
John Malcolm himself to Mr. Chaplin/ hut liearaay, on what Sir John Mal¬ 
colm liimsclf calls a * private letter/ itritfea ttco ymrji and a ha^f heforv tfia 
iocnl inquiry undertaken by order of the Government to clear up doubtis; 
the facts elicited by that local inquiry being, not, as this private hcoimy 
has it, that the village of Chngauni had been abatidoned by ^ Vittulrao Poo- 
f rundhurce long prior to its occuj>iition by the British Government/ but 
that from the earliest recollection of the local authorities, and who Imrl 

"S - * - 

5 attained the age of fifty, the ttta Dtllagrs hnd been in Ihe posscEsbrn uf ike 
w \^p4i€fruHdhiiTPe fiimilyt to who&c had colkeinr f/iey htidimid th 

D5* My explanation is as follows 

—That the juforniutioti which the Honorable Mr. Warden bos left 
Goveniraent to«ay whether I was justified in withholding, and which is 
contained in the lines of tlie fast paragraph which I liave bracketed (the 
^ coucluding portion of the last paragraph, commencing with but that," 
down to the end), was not in my possession when, on the 2bth February last,, 
i reported on the Kimor holdings, nor for nearly two months afterwardi. 

2nd .—^That on the 17tb November 1852 1 addressed the Pditteal Agent 
in calling for any information on his records relative to the Nitnar 

villages, but that I received no reply up to the 23tb Fehrnaiy of the fblJoW'' 
ing year, on which date 1 submitted my report on the ^urinjam, whidi 
there appeared no reasua for delaying, as 1 had been fumiabed with all the 
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correspondence on die records of the Bombay Gof ernmeut and the Deccan 
Commisflion^ and with a complete j7r«c»f of pait proceedtuf^ framed in the 
Secretariat of the Supreme Government and clearly explaining the gruunda 
upon which the deciaione of 1822 and 184D were pamd. 

Hrrf.—-That I did not receive the reply j^ted the 1:3th April 1853 of the 
Political Agent In N^imar, which furnislicd the iiiiformatioii (contained in the 
last few lines of the 94th paragreph of this letter, which are bracketed) to 
which tlie Honorable Mr, Warden liaa made special allusion^ undl the 2l)di 
April 1853, 

4M.-“71iat the ** volume” ivliidi was sent to the Honorable Mr Waitlen 
fixrm my olhee showed, on t/ui she^t n&rt io ih4 ona from which that gen¬ 
tleman has 4|Uuted tlie informution wliictilie has kdl frovemment to infer 
tlmt I withhetdf that I atafii not^ as it was then unknown to me, have ad¬ 
verted to tlmt inlbimatiun In my report of tlie 28tlL Pcbriiary last, 

3tft .—That the “ volume” thuid furnished hy mo was not called hir, hut 
sent fit jwy on^n. Kuggestion, “ as the best means of cnebliiig Mr, AVurden ti.i 
obtain the infonnatjou he may require.” 

6//i,“-That 1 do not, howevesr, for reasons to be hcreijmflcr more lully 
explained (see |jaragraphs 100 to 104 of this letter), eimsichn' tlic in forma- 
tion tliusrcccivcd liom the Political Agent in Nimar to adbet in the slightest 
degree the merits of Lhe case as rej^orted Lyme on the 28tli Fuhiiiary. 

Tlie Honorable Mr. Warden has in lils 18th jiarograph itiformiKl 
Government, with reference to the ascertained abandoned state of Poorun- 
dhurce's villagee at the iiitrodtictiori of the British Guvernment, that— 

It was not even (as Captain Cowper alleges)' a fact puiuted out hy Sir 
John Malcolm himself to Mr. Chaplin/ but hearsay.” 

Hut the foregoing is not a correid quotation of anything whidi I liavu 
written ; the word ** hittoielf" lias been insertetl, and, by ils insertion, tlie force 
of the sentence on the particular point to which exception has been taken is 
very materially altered. 

97, Government may possibly consider superduaus my explanation of (ho 
precise meaniog I attached, and considered might be attached, to the expres¬ 
sion which 1 did make vise of, —**pmnled out to Sir John Malcolm **; bat the 
peculiar circumstaDces under which 1 am writing render me desirous of care¬ 
fully avoiding evea the appearance of Inability to meet fairly and ibUy each 
and every point which has been brought forward, and tbb wjH, I trust, be 
deemed to juati^ the length of this report. 

98, A reference to paragraphs 26 and 29 of this neport, in which the 
origiual letters are quoted at length, wilt slinw that Sir John Malcolm teas 
the person who pointed out the fact to Mr. Ghaplbi, inasmuch as. he was the 
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who addrc^ised the Ucccah Cummi^nifNicir^ Sir John Miilccifni hncl 
obtained the infrirmutinn from his own Asstatanb Colonel Smith, but Ac, and 
not hiK Asaiatimt, funiished it to Mr, Chaplin, Mr, ElphinAtone^ ti& Com- 
nii^aioner in the 13eeeun, funvished to various authorities tnlbi mation obtained 
juHt in the sutne ninimcr^ and it ||as beetii, X think, usual to detieribu it just ns 1 
<liit ill die jireacnt ciiAc the inlbruiation IVirnislied fay Sir John Malcohu, 
Indeed, far os T am awar?, thu sitme rule lias prttvailed throughout the 
de|>Brtmeikt8 of Government, and where any other has been adopted it 

hns Ibnned tl^e exception, 

9f), If I tightly uikderstniid the iHth par.igmph of the ITanorable Mr* 

VVarden^ft letter, exce[)tioh is therein taken to tlKi eoinnmnieiUion of Colonel 

Smith (cjiiotftd in pariigiiiph ^28 of this letter) dated the 24tJi Mureli 1H20, 

which braught to speeiul notice the fact nf'the Nirimr Tillagert having lieen 

ahundoiHul by I’ooruiulliuree long prior to the hrenkhigont of the war with the 

Peshwa, Ijecauseit was ^'what Sir John Malcolm himselt calls a private letter/' 

It was undoubtedly thus alluded to by Sir JoJin, but it is cquEilly eertuin 

(hat Cokmtl Smith wrote that letter on the luildie, nnd on no otlier sorvire ; 

' + 

tliat on the public service Sir John Msilenlni forwuidcd it to Mr^ Chaplin (see 
jiaragraph 2U of this letter); that Mr, Chaplin recorded it among Ins public 
coiTCHpoudeiice; tfiat the reply to it which he sent to Sir John Molcolni was also 
lUus^ i-ecorded (s!ee paragraph ilO of tins letter) ; that all these docninculM liai e 
¥iO remained and been considered up to the pie^ent day ; and Ln^^tly, tliat the 
inrorinatioti it cautained was that on which the Sii[)remo Governineiit, alter 
fully considering the ^irfiumKtuuees elicited by a (iirthor Inrpiiry which wiis 
iju^tituteft ill IH22| decided that it was “veiy lioubtful whether Viltulnio Mid- 
har was ciitiUed to i‘4‘suTire jiossesiiioii of the villages on after 

many years* total abaiidonmciit of them/* (See |iar<igra]di 34 of tliis letter,) 

loo* My next endeavour must he to explain my reasons fur believing the 
information received on the 2l)lh April 1853 from tho tPolitical Agent in 
Niotar not to adcct in tlm slightest degree tlic merits of the cnxe as lej^orted 
by me on the t^Htliof the previous February. (See |)unigra[>li 115 of this letter, 
section b). The iLouoruble Mr, Warden tlnis deaciibcs tliis iuforiiiatioti iti 
lu»]2t]i and I3th paragraphs:-^ 

s 

The Assistant in charge of Njrnar reported (Aiigui^l. Hlli, 1822) the 
information obtained by an examination of Wutiindar Patels and Putwu- 
rees who were fifty and fiEty-five yeurs of age, to the effect that thiriy-Hix 
yeoTB had elapsed ainoc the gift welh made on Sitrinjamee tenure, whiel^ 
reserved the just right of the British Govercunent to tfic two villages upon 
the lapse of the proprietor's life* 

“ lli. The village officcni assured tlie Assi&laul tlmt fi om their turfet 
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Ttcallcciioti the tvio Jtnd been tn ike pottf^ion of the Pporundhuret 

JamiUff to whose local oalleetors they had duly paid the 

lOL The first inquiiy repardinj^ these villages was made by Colonel Smith 
at some }>erIod b^oee the 24th March 1820, on which date lie informed Sir 
John Malcolm in regard to them that one, Chugaum, had been ^^etemally be¬ 
set by the Plndarccs, Ramoseea, and other ^iredatoiy Chienains until we (i*e* 
the British Ciovemment) took charge of it, at their particular requisition, long 
prior to which it bad been abandtmmi by his (Poorundhuree^s) manager'^; 
tlmt the other village, Nugaum, “hud been uninhabited by any human creatum 
for a period of fifteen or twenty yearn, it8 lands had run into thick jungle, and 
was, bi fact, in a state apparently reclaimless*’; and that “ the five villages in 
Niniai-, uj>on winch cluiiua are made for Mokassa, are in a state of deaoLa- 
lion, and four of them belong to Mol tar/* 

102. Two yearn and aJmlf after Colonel Smith hod aficertained and report¬ 
ed these facts, circnmii^taiices having rendered it desirable, in the opinion of the 
Supreme Government, that ** the claims by which the Pooruudhur Chief held 
tire vllluges of IS'iignum and Chugaiim" should be investigated, a second 
inquiry vva^f made by Lieutenant Douglas, the Assistant then in change of 
IVimar, and on die btb August 1822 he rc]iorted, as the I'csult of on examina¬ 
tion of W'litundar Patels and Putwarees who were fifty and dfly-five years 
of age, that tliirty-six years; had elapsed since the viJIagee were grouted in Su- 
rinjam, and that tiicy had from the earliest recoilectlon of the village officers 
been in the poBsession of the Pooruudhuree family, to wliose local eolleciora 
they had duly paid the revenues. 

103. Witli a full knowledge of ah these facts before them (see paragrapli 
33 of this letter), the Supreme Government of India decided that it was ** very 
doubtful whether VJttulrao Mulhar was entitled to resume possession of the 
villages ni* atiyfimUny after many years* total abandonment of them,** atvlthey 
were, accordingly, enntinned during the lifetime of Vittulroo, but under a 
Sunud fr<im (Jie Supreme Government specialfy providing for their resumption 
at his death, 

104. Such were the circumstances under which the Supreme Government 
decided tliat the villages bad been abandoned, and these are the circumstances 
which have impressed me witli the conviction that Lieutenant Douglas*^state' 
ment, made in 1822, does not alFecl in tJic slightest degree the merits of tlio 
case as reported by me on the 28th February last My reasons for having 
arrived at this eonclusiott may be explained as,— 

IsL -—That Colonel Snuth, in 1820, must have acquired his information, 
just OS Lieutenant Douglas did two and a half years afterwards, from the 
village autlioritiea, and, probably, from the very same persons who afterwards 
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vteve cxamljied by Lieutenant Dnnglae, an Caloiud Smithy in hb letter r>r 
the 34th Murch 1820 (quoted in jjaragraph 2S of thie letter), stated,^— 

“ I hn^b Imd many of the Chugaum people with me^ and have afftiin* 
inquired hitti the merits of the Poomndhuree claims upon that village 
and Niigutiin.’^' 

Ajruin,— 

And a^ they the local authorities and old inhabitantsp^—these arc 
Colonel Smithes own words] acknowledge having always been treated 
with due conDidemtion by the lURnagcrs on the jmrt of tliat ikmilyj T can 
see no motive that tlicyc people have for thwarting the claims in question, 
were they just.” 

—That from the exprcHsion “again,” used by Colonel Smith, he 
would appear have ascertained on Hiome termer occasion prior to A. D. 
’ 1H20, and, probably, on the first occupation of the country, that the villages 
had been for many years abandoned, and were then in a state of desolation. 

That the information thus obtained by Colonel Smith at an early 
period, and when the villagers and others could have had no motive for mis¬ 
representation, must be viewed as evidence of greater value than that fiir- 
^ 11 ished tn Lieutenant Douglas two and a half years afterwards, when the 
object of the inquiry, and the correspondence which had taken place be¬ 
tween tlic authorities, must have become matter of publicity. 

Ath ^^—That the fact which the IIonornble Mr. Waiden has opparently 
dwelt upon, of the informants oi‘ Lieutenant Douglas having attained the 
ngc of fifty, could not enhance the value of their evidence on a mutter of 
Tf^ent occurrence,—i. c. whether or not tJic villages had been abandoned 
prior to the intiMductionof the British Government,^and which matter was 
the GJthf point at issue; the date of original grant no one had questioned. 

5^A.-^That the Supreme GovernmenC of India appear to have token this 
view of die case, and to have rejected the statement made before 

Lieutenant Douglas. 

C^A.“-That the decision passed by the Supreme Government in 1822, and 
confirmed on reconsideratioa in 1641, cannot hi questioned on lAr stune, 
and m no fiicU by any Bubordinate authority, much leeis by Captain 
'Cowper, 

105. The Ilonomble Mr. Warden, in his Idth paragraph, adverting to 
iliese Nimor vlllogeB, stat^,— 

“ In other words, Poorundhuree enjoyed, till tlie British accession, oU 
that the * eternal * ravages of the Pindarees left any (mo to enjoy of the 


* /ffrEctsnf by Ciptaia Cowper. 
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E^tiriujam granted to him. by the P«ahwa under two Bunad^ij before eTcn 

Holkar ever went to Ifiiidao^tton,"' 

But thiy aurply miiHt be n mfjttflke ; for ftlthcmgh the devastation''committed 
by the Pindarees le nmttei' of hifttory^ I am stiJl under the belief that at tlio 
Peshwas dow'nfuU wo IbiunI many perdoiia in Nimar in the enjoynfent of more 
than Poorundlunee^ and tlnit we did not And every vidage in the state in 
which Colonel BmitU deticrilxsd tlioac of Poorandhuree to have been found,— 
abandon Oil tong prior to otir occupation of them, uninhabited by any human 
creature fi>i' a peiiod of fillccn or twenty years, run into tliick jungle, and in a 

Htate p[jparentt)'' reclaim less, 

ion. In bis and L^'.?iid puragmpbs (below fjngtcd) the ITonorablo Mr, 
VV*iirdcii again deOncs tlie rpicstion wliicli was before the Governor General 
in ami 1841, and that which was before himself In 1844, when framing 
ti]c iknv Suriiijaiu llfifs :— 

'^*21. TJi[ 3 cjucstloii bcfoic the Govermn General in Council w'aa—^ Is 

tins an tnam or a Zat Siirinjiini t ^ The Cfuestioii before me was — ^Was 

tliiSf which bci'ii acknowledged a Zat BurJi^jam or (»diciaT lenutc, for 

Hfe, as hitherUi held, attended, in its origin and contiiiii^icc, by sucli cir^ 

cunistaiiL'i's as, acci.»ruling to the concessions made to the SuTiujamdars by 

tile hoiik^ authorities subsequently to the genejal settlement of the country, 

by w'iiiidi all ?ivr£ rt^atored fjx Uf^-^iinia anlt/f and subsecjuently to the 

oriiers of the Governniejit of India on this particular claim, to entitle ilm 

Burinjamdai V family to more timii the Sujuicme Governmeut gave him ?* * 

‘^^22. Losing sight altogetlier of tlie importoiit cmaimstance that the 

question, and the only quesdouj before the Supreme Government, was 

tvhetlier the grout w'us a free hereditary gift or an <ifBclal life-grant, great 

stress is laid throughout the whole of tlie rceeiit discussion on tlie fact that 

tile Supreme Government pronounced it to be the latter, overlooking that 

it was so pronounced in contradistinction only to ilx aekimwledgment ae un 

hereditaiy free gift by Sir John Malcolm j and, above aJl, overlooking that, 

in so limiting the alieuation, the Governor General in Council only placed 

this ZTit Surinjam on the precise footing of every otlier Surinjam in the 

Peshwa's lale dominions,—on the precise footing of every man whose name 

is borne an the Suriujam list; and that to have conceded to Pooruu- 

dliuree anything except a life-grajit would Itave been to do more for him 

than had at tliat time <a. i>. 1822) been done even for the Suriujamdars 

whom the Honorable Court of Birectora hare since declared to be entided, 

by the respect yielded to prescription, to inheritance in the'fulleet eenee of 

the word for aUhough Mr, Blphinatone left notes for future gupdance in 

the words ' hereditary/^ for life/ &c., be told the Governor General 
no 
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tlinf the dc^riniiih hfiif in no been commimlrqled, ninl the Goveritoi- 
(ieneral onler/'il tlinf every fair fifjportuiiity aljrtijld he taken to rcUnoe tht? 
Siirinjamn wKicli In each caw of lapse were to be resumed, and, if amtinnnt. 
In be po an act of grace.'’ 

ilofiiTillon docrt not Heem to be borne nut by tlic record (sec paragraph 
34 of this letter), which clearly aliothat when the Bupretne Government decide 
ed on the natitre uf Poorundhuree^s tenure they also discusRed the important 
(jiieiition of actual poAttcsHion when the war brolce out, ntiil found that, liaving 
alomdoned the village^j it wiiia very doubtful whether lie wan entitled to resume 
poHMiRsion of them on tmif tAtiare. 1'his was tlie tact to which the Supreme 
fiovcmmcnt adverted wheel Eumctioniiig tiic contimianco of the villagcf;, 
the other SurlnjimiH liad been coiithiucKl, but under a Snnnd specially provide 
ing for their n^snmption at Vittuliao Mulhar^R death, 

107* I am unable to admit tliat 1 lost sight, as the Honorable Mr, 
deu taippiacs me to have done, of the imporUuit tael that the o7ilf/ ciiiestion be¬ 
fore tlie Supreme Gi>voriiment was whether the grant was a free hcn^dilm v 
gift or ftn ohidat life-grant, bceaiiw, tor the reasons exptamed in the last jm- 
mgmph, 1 did not <;(mcatve that this Mwrf the only question aL issue ; and I mtisL 
•Iso point out that in having laid great strcsvi throughout the whole af the reeciit 
ftlKeussion on the fact that the Supreme Govemmciit pmnounced it to Ik? the 
latter, ^ —i, c, a lifc-^graut, —1 by no means overlnoke<l tliat it wbh so proiioiinct^d 
ill otdif to its acknowledgment as an horeditary free gift by 

Sir .Fohn Malcolm, for 1 am not even now awm^ that such was the case. Ah 
f mulerstaud the decision of the Supreme fioveniment, the life-grout was a 
concession made not only in oontiadistinclion to, but also iu Cf}ni!idcTath?i of 
Sir John Malcolm^s acknowledgment, or in fulfiiment {to uw. tlic very words 
tiE’the Supreme GoveiiiTnent,—sec paragraph 34 of letter) of any oldigui- 

lion which the proceedings of the late Agent (Sir John Malcolm) may have 
ijnajMsed.” 

lOfl. TliB flonorable Mr, Waiden in the same (the 22Lid) paragraph ex- 
presBCfl an opinion that 1 overlooked ‘4hat in no limiting tlie alienation the 
Gi>vcTnor General in Council only placed thi» Zut Suriiijam on the precise 
footing of every man whose name is borne on the Siirinjani list" But I do 
not perceive that the Surinjam lEtts ever placed on tins footing; on the eou- 
trary, there ia, 1 think, clear proof that it woBnof; for it was distinctly declareil 
by tl)e Supreme Goverumeut to be restored, partly, in consideration of an erro¬ 
neous declaration previously made by Sir John Malcolm that it was au Innni 
holding; and it was restored by a Sunud under the seal of the bigheat autho¬ 
rity in India, providing for its resumption at the death of Vittulrao 

Multiai; Whereas, the other Suriujams were restored undefr dlflerent cirenm* 
Stances, and placed on quite a different footing, inasmuch, an in their case 
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at the breaking out of the war waa oonsidered to have been proven, 
uud tlie Govemuient had pledged themeelvee to their reetoration for Uie 
lives of the then iDcumbent^, but with the important ^iddUhnal declaration* 
ttoi that they wottld be resumed at Urcir deathj but that the questi<m of further 
contiiniance would tJien be taken into consideration and determined« ^ 

1011, 1 enCii'cly concur with the Honorable Mr. Warden in believing *'that 
to liav^Lc-nnccdocl tu Poorundhurce anything OKcept a life-grant would have 
hct-a to do iiiore tor liim tlian Jiad )tt that tiiue (a, n. 11^22) been done even for 
tho Siirinjamdars wliom tlic Uoiiorable Court of Dii^ctora have declared to 
be by tlxe reHjHwt yieldiid to prescription^ to ^ inheritance in the fullest 

seiiHc of die word.' 

I hit 1 r|ucii,tj(ni, fur Lite i'cu!£on» assigned in tJie lust paragraph, the infer- 
riiee which 1 uiideMfaiul to be left to he drawn that Poorundhuree held tlic 
Niitutr Villages on tlic ejcact footing upon which tim Siirinjama generally had 
laTii nsitorcil. 

MIL Fur the same rcaKonn, I ciinnot |icrceivcj ns the Ilonornhle Mr- 
Waidcn does parngitiph 23 of the Hcaionible Mr. Warden^s letter)^ tliat— 

“The maiuenl the Sitjireuie Government rejectwl FoorimdhurtHfs claim 
to he an Inamdar, mid decUriid liim a Zfit SurinjaiiKlur, lie wa? ]>lm'cd on 
prcciwly tbti hanic ibating aw all other Zat Surinjaindara, and entilled to 
sihare in all the privilegisi liereafter conceded to that class of landholders*"t 

NclLher csin 1 nirrec in tlilnkiJij^ that—■ 

“ As Mr. Eljyhiastiine ui^lgiiially intinided iJiat bis Suriiijatn, iiichidiiig tliu 
t\iinar villagct;, dioiilit he heicditury, unlesai it can be shown that it will 
not Inland the test iinder \vlilch it h;u> found it:^ way into its present place on 
the lists, Poonuidhuree is as mncii entitled to the indulgences of a, d, 
1>^J2 as the twenty other SurinjurndorK whojic Suriiyanis had hcnii not 
merely [H'oimiiuced to be IJfi!-gr:ints, 1>ut acinally resumed by the Govern- 
iiicnt hclbm 1 (the Jloiioiablc Mr, Warden) entered on the inquiry, but 
which arc now in the quiet possession of the heirs." 

1*03' it sei^nis to me clear that the test under which Poonuidfiurce^a Nimar 
Surliijam has fbuiid its way into its present place In the lists lias been iiisufEtcinut, 
aiul has not been apjiUcd to all the fuebi of tile case. The “twenty other 8u- 
rinjams” were, a8 I have ulicady explained (^c jmragrapha 86 and 87 of tlji;^ 
letter), differently circunislaticcd,—they were hoLdmg!^ supposed to have been 

* For hitler infwmation on tbis pointj reference vhnild tw nude to ptngnpbi 16, IJt 34,33, 
39, Jind 43 of tbli letter. 

t It U to be reedarked thet ill Ejuriidunilm ue not ** LudhohlerB^*; A very huge namber of 
tbcin enjoy iiDthjo|^ mure than i proiKirtionAl entb paymcpt from the TCTentiei of Ttlligei be¬ 
longing Xo GuvcrjnBcnt, or to vthcr pArtiet* 





M 

licld At the nut of the wari and their reetoratioD, therchirc^ ^rantN 

inatle pru»r A* D. 1751* jtifrin!^ no recogniaed rule, and waaoppcwed to no 
preirionfr (loerriion grounded on such rule, afi in Poorundliurea's Case. 

in/ Hut here precisely the same thing has occurred as in the easa of the 
J’uliiiiquiii Surijijam allowance on Tvhich 1 reported on the 2nd May last (No. 
Jtj^h^whetiier these Nimar villages can he restored without such injfHngement 
<ir r^(;i}giiised Hules (£. e, the rule laid down by Mr. Elphinstone, confirmed by 
the (jovernor General, ftnd up to this day never rescinded, that No right 
to possession is ever intended to be recognised that was not iu force at tlic 
breaking out cif the war '')* and without comidetely disregarding all tlie deci¬ 
sions previously jiassed thereon, is a question which has not yet been submit¬ 
ted for consideration; it was not only omitted to bo brought forwar<l in the 
^?iii'injam lists of 1H44 atid 1847, but in its place a wholly didbreot and incor¬ 
rect statement wrs made, tliat the villages liiid been retained by un ** oversight.” 

112, Tim next eight fiunigrapha (24 to 31) of tlm llnnomblc Mr, Warden^s 
Icttcsr advert to dm grounds on whieh Mr, Hart and Captain Oowper 
have ftitfimptfxl to show that the Nimar ^ nr injam was difiercntly circum¬ 
stanced from that in the Doeean^^ ; and witli refeneuce to tins portion of the 
subject, the honomble gentleman considers (paragraph 26) it “ veiy remark¬ 
able tliat both tliese odicersofthe Inam Com mission liavc ahsttdned* from 
inviting the ntUmtion of the Government to the best evidence us to pi>sscs- 
t^ion,—via. the evidence obtained on the spot by the Assiutoiit tivc years after 
the wur.’^ 

113, Tlicfie are grave charges, anti, as such, Rlundd not be lightly bu^ard- 
('il by any one, still less by an odicer who, ut the time of pciniing them, wa^ 
a mendier of the (xovcrnitient. Chaises like tlicc^o irnjiugn seriously tPie otbcinl 
character of any (lovernraent servant, and more especially of those in tiic 
perTormance of duties such are entrusted to the ofheers of the Inarii Commis¬ 
sion, whose official position and prospects such cbaigea wtndd, if corii!^!, 
a#l'ect most injuriously. 

1 H, To return to llic facts of the tmae. They maybe very briefly adveilt^d 
lo in tbiH jjliice, m 1 have alretkdy explained at length (see paragraphs 100 ti> 
104 of this letter) my rcasong for considering the evidence obtained in 1&‘22 
by Lieutenant Douglas to be worthless in comparison with that furnished to 
Colonel Smith*/run tAe umac sources^ feverul years previous^; I have also 
pointed out that the Supreme Government appear to have grounded their de-j 
eisiou on the eame opinion ; and, lastly, I have shown that neither Mr, Hart 
nor myself canid have abataiTied from inviting the attention df Govemtnent to 
that with wlii^h we were not acquainted. 


* IfafipMied by CipLain Oonpiir. 
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115, The portiop of Che Honorable Mr. Warden’t 2Gth para-^ 

^raph runs tfine;— 

** Mr. Chaplin^ with the Pef^hvi^a^fi Siinuda in hui hand and Poona Dnfltr 
before him, declaring at the same ttmc that the viKiiges remained in Poorun' 
dharee*B name in the Dctftui aeconntf}, and were considered to be in hia 
possesBion up to the war.” 

It has never, na fur f am awiLre, been qitestioned Uiut the villages re¬ 
mained in the Duflur accounts in Pcjorund1iurec’‘s name, but 1 have failed to 
discover anything on record to bUow that Mr. Chaplin considered him to 
liave been in victual posftcsaion of them up to tlie war ; on tim contrary, in all 
the eorrciipondcnee of Mr. Chaplin (sea paragraph 30 of tliia letter) which 1 
have Been, and In which the question la discussed, the fart of tlie abandonment 
seems to be Emitted. 

IIG. In his 27th paraginpli the Honorable Mr. Warden asks,— 

** And if not In Poormidhuree^s jxissirssion, in whose possessioik W6rc 
tliey?^for Uie Hovcminent will observe, from tile annexed exti^t of 
a letter from Captain Cow|x;r to die new Inam Commissioner, Mr. Monson, 
which he has just sent that the villages were not in the possesion of 
the only other party entitled to jKissess them,^^—viif. the Peshwa, to whom 
they belonged.” 

'file rcjdy Bccms obvious; tliey wci^ iiot in Pijorundlmree's posseBBton * 
they had been long belbre ubundoned by Inm, and they were found tliay aban¬ 
doned when British julc was Jiitroditced Into the jirovlnec; i^rc/ore it ivas 
that tlie Siipieme Govoi^nment declared his clutm to resume possession of 
them, on any footing, to be very doubtful, and (to use Mr, Hlphinstone's own 
woixIa) declined to rccognlsa a ''right to possession” found not to Jiave been 
“ in liircc at tlie breaking out of tlie war.” 

117. I have quoted in the btJi jjamgraph of this letter Mr. Elphinstone’s 
ini^truclions regarding Iitamif: these orders wei-e applicable to Surin- 

jarns, and they declared—‘ IVo right to jMJssession is ever intended to be 
rpcogniaed that was not in force at the breaking out of the war.” ^ow this 
order seems to me exactly to meet tbe case under diacufiBion, Foorundhu- 
I'Ce'e right to possession may liavc existed on paper, but it was not in fb^^e 
ut the breaking out of the war.. 

HH. When, subsequently, Mr. bllphmstoiie laid down a specific rule for 
SuHnjama, be appears to have laid just the Bame stress on actual enjoy¬ 
ment in declaring (^ce paragraph 7 of this letter) that “ No Jagheer not 
nctuaMy ^ijoye^l up the wai' was to be rc.storcd, unless spociatly directed 
f-'o tif he.'" 

■ IIS, Af^ the wliule of Mr, Eijihinstones ui'rangements and orders were 
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roportcfl tOj nrtd approved ol by the Supreme Government (sec jiaraf^raph 0 
fd' tliii^ lelter)^ it may Toiriy, I Ihiuk^ Uc presumed that tiiey wei-c not Ju^t Higljj. 

wlicn it Wftii deeidedf in A. D. 1822* tliat abandonment of the vLtlof^a tor 
many yenm had ronlcred Puorundhuree's right to resume posisesBion of them 
Very (loubttuJ. 

120. That Mr. Elphinstone required* and looked to actual pcmseaslon ti. 
enjoyment), hiii wnting^i, 1 think* clearly hUow j and 1 doubt not that many in¬ 
stances can be found in wliieli lie curried this out iti pructice*^—one* and a vei y 
sli'ikin^ one, was dcBcribcd in j>urugraplm 8 to 12 of a report (No. 403 of 
the lytli October 1853) which 1 lately submitted upon the Suriiijum of tlie 
WiLinorekur finnily, 'Fheae pamgraplia are bchiw extracted:— 

“8* I have thought it nccosMiry thus speciJilly to alludo to the villsige of 
Jowkcncl], which Mr. KI[ihinstOTie did not restore* bccmise the Cfisc is 
fme proving, it appeurs to me, Iwyoiid dtmht, that neither the Pesliwa'^ tilii‘, 
nor ific Posiiwn'ii acla, nor any tiling else, were lield to t onJbr u riglit to the 
i-cstoratlon of that wliicJi was not * actually cnjoye<l up to the war/ 

y. It requires^ no great search to discover u nuitlvc for thid arrangc- 
ment* wliicli WiW not more simple than equitable. I’lic lute rulers ami 
nisgriuLtes of the eouquered country, whatever they might cvtu^ct from the 
generosity of the victor.^, could not suppose that the British Government 
would place them in ]>osiaesfcion of that which they did not liold when the 
war broke out ; while, on the other hand* Mr. Klpliinstone miiKt have known 
the pro^cxiatiiig state of ahairs too well not to be aware Ibaf to attr^inpt an 
iiiquiiy into the uct^ of the i^oshwos^ Gavcnmient* or into the acU of others 
which iliut Govcrninout inlcratetl, would 1m.ve been a siiii]>le iiupot^sibility ; 
ami it is not, thei'efore* dilUcnlt to understand why he should have liased 
Ills anaijgcincnts tm a broad ruh^ wliicb was jnst in [irincifric* mtolligibJc 
til the people, and en>;ily eaiTicil out in jiractiee. 

*MO. As jicrhaps tliu most striking instance of Ibis, on reconI, I would 
^HUiit out the old and noble families whom Bajee Itaolia^l arbitinrily iniiicd, 
mid for whom Mr. Elpliinstone considered it not m<ire humane tiuui politic 
to make provision; but he never thought of doin;^ so by aUotnjviitig to ilis- 
^cuRs tho vtdidity of Bajee Rao's acts, or by restoring that ol' which Bajec 
Uao had deprived them*—they weie provided for by tlie grant of j^eneioiis 
for llicir lives. (See paiograph 26 of Mr. Elphinstone's itespatcli of tlie 
I8tb June 1818, and paragraph 22 of the reply from 6ie Chief Secretary to 
ihe Government of India dated the 2Gdi September following.) 

“11, To return to the history of Jowkerreh. The vSiolc village* c\- 
clusivc of the Mokassa Umiil, was granted by the Peshwa to Nkgoruni In 
Suriiijam, by a Simml tJie registry of which h fortlicoming in the Stale 
diary of the 2nd Eumzmi, Eiiuuay Sumuribcu (a. i>. 1781*82), mid wu!^ 
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ncronliiig ta th(^ Htafement C}f the diMnct hereditary ofTieet^ [rurnisUed to 
Mr. Elplimatone, aiid found am eng Uierccordti ef the Deccan 
fiwiblv wrestefi from him eighteen year» ailei'warda (in a. n. 17'99-18{>5) 
tiy Siiidia, who ke|^t iC^ appaLt!ntlyf up to Che war m a. d, 1817, though not 
only without the Peahwa's sfiiiction^ but in dehauce of his authority^, aa in 
ahown hy a SiiHujatn mcinoraTidam of a. o. ]8{)7-08> drawn up^t Poona, 
and fn wliich Jowkerrcli is entered as foi'ming a portion of the bnrinjam of 
Thilwiintmo NagtiaChp the E^on of Nagoram. 

** 12. Mr. Filpldiii^ionej having OFcerCained these facts, did not restore 
Jcnvkprreb to Ihdwnntrao NagnELth,biit le& it, as he found it, tnilie poescBsitMi 
(pf SinHia, with whom it hitA remained up to tills day/’ 

121. In his 28tli ]>aragraph ihe TTonorablo Mr* Warden states 
“28. A^; to the intmrttpfinit pot;Ne$;sJon, if the Pcsliwa himself wa« 

^o littli' able to maintain Jiis own siiprcnnacy over Sindia as that lie with- 
held, till llic l*cMhwa had ceased to rdgu, villages ceded tlnoiigli the 
iiistriimentidity of Ihc Duke of WclUngtEJii, by the Treaty of Siirjo Aiijuii^ 
gaum, HO long befoo: aa 1808, diKs H weaken PooruiidhuTceV claim to 
CEMisidemtion tlmt he w;ui Uie victim of tins pf^wcrfnl Cl do Haiti* and of the 
Ministor wliose hamis ^taine;! by the blot^l of an ambassador to bis 
inastor^s cnent? JJut evi^n this iisLtrpaiioii was short, mid did not, so hir :ih 
I can disco vcT, last till llic war, us asserted by Mr. If art and Captain 
Cowper, hilt eeasril, an testificil on the sjxit by Colonel Smith, six years 
Iwfore the Dritisli compiesit."* 

^V]l^lhcr Siiitliu or Triuibukjee Dciiglia^ us tlic Peeliwa's agents, ever did 
or did not obtain posfu^^sion of these Nimar villages, it has never, far us 
1 am nwaieHiecii IhongUt necessary to dlseuas; and if &a, it is certain that 
the point cannot have formed an eleiucnt of any decision Jiithcrto ]>asNi!j : 
f^tilh liowcvcr^ 1 am obliged to otfer at ^ome length uii explanation on aevenil 
]K>ints ttJ which the Uonorable Mr. Wal’d cn has oil verted, and some of which 
he has described most incoircetly. I would submit for consideration,— 

Dt.—That the alleged usnrjjation by ^iiidia and Trimbukjee Dcnglia 
has not only never been asserted by Mr. Hart and Captain Cowper” to 
have lasted “ till the war/^ but hua never yet been idivdfd to hjf thm ai all: 
it is referred to in the correBpomlcnee relating to the Inquiry made by 
Lieutenant Douglas in 1822^ with whicli it has been explained that neither 
Mr. Hart nor Captain Cowper were, when their reports were submitted, 
acquainted, but which very correspondence they ore charged by the Honor¬ 
able Mr. Warden with having “abstaiaed^'from biinging to tha notice of 
Government. 

2rt//,-i'That so far from any inch usurpation having been, la respect to 
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it» ceswation, ** tflHtifieii on tlic spot by Colonel Smith," it appears never to 
liavc been alluded to by Colonel Snuth at alL< 

3,.j^—That ttupposing Foormidburee to have been, although neither Mr* 
Hart nor Captam Cowper have assumed or OEiserted that he wae, '^the viedm 
□r this poweriul Chieftain"* (Sindia), hh (PooniJidhnree"&} right to poasewiion^ 
liAtl it tt>t been “ in force at the breaking out of the war,” would hare hern 
disallowed in &vour of Sindia^ juat as woe done in the ease of Jowkerreb^ 
wliLoh has been explained iri the 120th paragraph of this letter, 

4tA.—That following tins lost supposition, and odmitcirtg Trimbukjop 
DengUa to fiave obtained ]> 0 !tweBaton of tliese Kimar villages “ six yearn 
before the British conquest" (t. e. about l8lJ),his hanclH wore not then 
“ stained by tlie blood of an ambassudor to his mastcr"s court,'^ as Guiigu^ 
dhur Sbaatree'^e murder took place on the 14t1i July 181/j. 

5tA.--^That tile chnrnct^ of the agents of tJie Peshwa, by whom i-esumji- 
lionw W'ere ordered or carried Info e8ect| doea not appear to have been consi¬ 
dered by Mr, ElpUinatone aa affecting the validity of resumjitioun, a very 
large propoifion of which, during the reign of the last PeHliwu, wei’o made, 
not iind^ his (Bajee lit^"s) own Sunud, but under the orders of hts agents, of 
wliotn Trimbukjee Denglia was one of the most trusted, althougli one of the 
most mificrtipuloiis. In regard Co even. E]pliinstanc*s instructions 

were—Itiams resumed by Bajee Rao, or former Peshwas, are not meant 

to be restored." (Circular to Collectors dated 27th June 181B*) 

■ 

122. 1 am obliged to differ from the opinion which in the 29th 

paragraph of hts letter tlio Honorable Mr. Worden has thus cxpicsacd —■ 

It is true that the Governor General in Council of tliat day i^peaks 
of tlie total abandonment of the villages for many years, but, ^dgiiig from 
tlie evidence that was before him, 1 conclude this abandonment refeited to 
the deserted village of Nugaum only, for tlie 'local collector^ duly received 
the revenues of Chugaum, this * local collector^ having been (os I am in¬ 
formed by the last of the hereditary Duftur Karkoous (whose father and 
, grandfather were in the Duftur, and who was himself employed on the Su' 
rinjam settlement under Mr, Efphinstone,—Itaojce Petidsay, who is now eai'^ 
pkiyod under the loam ComtuESsioner) a Gosaiu to vrhom PooruDdhuree 
waa lai^ely indebted, and to whom, therefore, he assigned the revenuea of 
these two villages " 

The evidence before the Governor ^ Gjpiferalj—that is to say, the evidence 
obtained by Colonel Smith,—and it was on uta evidence that the Jiiidl decision 
WOB passed,—this evidence distinctly referred, noi to one village, £ul to aU, 
It showed that at the introduction of the British Government Chugaum had 
long previously '' been abandoned by his (Poorundhuree's) manager '/* that 
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Nuj^^um had been unialiabited by any hutnart creature for a period of fifleen 
or twenty yeara"; and that the flife villages in Niinar upon which claima 
were made for Mokaaaa were “ in a state of desolation/' (See paragraph 28 of 
this letter.) 

123. Theinlbraiation fumtiihed to the Honomble Mr. Warden by “ Raojee 
Pendaay^’ dpee nottieeni tome to prove or disprove any things for the hereditary 
Karkooifs services lu the Heuhwa'a DufUir at Poona cannot have qualified 
him ill any degree to speak of what he persotialiy knows nothing whatever 
about, >ior can tlieae services impart any value to his evidence regarding oc^ 
imrrences which took place half a century ago, at a distance of many hundred 
ndles from Poena where he then was, and at a place which during his life¬ 
time he has never visited. Whatever Raojee Pendsay has stated haa been 
stated DJI ip/iat he sat/s he hatrdj Nome forty years ago, from one'of the Kai'- 
Loons of the Pucn'undhiircc family, not now alive; any personat knowledge 
Raqjec Pendsay docs not profues to tmve, 

1 !24. HefcrriJig to Haojee Pciidsay's inrormatloii, the llonomblc Mr. Warden 
in ]>i9 30th paragraph states ,—** Poi>rimdliutee has informed me that Eaojee 
Peiidsay’'s statement is true''; but Poorundhuree's information is even of less 
value in this nutttcr than that oJ' Raojee Pendsay, fur Cliimnajec Vittul, ttie 
present rcprciscntative of tlie family, teas n&i born when the Dcccan was con- 
quered, and 1 have been informed tlint not one of the Korkoona who served 
his lather prior to a. d. 1817 is now alive. 

125. The Assistant in of Nimar has, in a note dated the ]7Ui 

Anguat last (quoted in jjaragraph 30 of tlie IJonoinble Mr, Warden’s letter), 
intbrmed the Resident at Indore tlmi “Colonel Smith settled Nagovva*'(or 
Nugaum, the village has been spelt in this letter) through a Gosavee named 
“ Puttehgeer*sMhQnt,” nnd this '* Futteligcer” was, the Honorable Mr. 
Warden states in hia 30t]i paragraph, the veiy person to whom Poonmdhuree 
says he as^^igned hts villages in liquidation of hfs debts.'' Now (his aasigna-' 
tion refers to a period before the mtroduetJon of tlie British Government and, 
aaauming it to have been made, the fact furnishes, in my opinion, strong pre¬ 
sumptive evidence that the village musi have been found, just as Colonel Smitli' 
reported, in a wholly abandoned Hiate; for can it be reasonably supposed that 
this Gosavee, through whom Colonel Smith settled the village, would have 
represented, or would have quietly alffwed to be represented to, or by Colonel 
Smith, that „ the village was an abandoned and umnlntbited one, when tho 
reverse was the case ? 1 certainly not, unless it can be maintained that 
ibis Goftftvee, or any other man, Wbald have been likely voluntarily to make 
dv«i to the British Oovemment, and thus to deprive himself of the revenues of 
a village amsigned to him in liquidation of a debt, which he would receive so 

long,, and »o l^g on I v, as the village reniained with his debtor (Poorundhuiee). 

V2n 
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To render tnte}lrgib{(i my ubjcetioti^ to tlie 3Ut paragraph of the 
ilonorabLe Mr. VVarHeii^s letter^ 1 must briefly recapitulate the cireumstance^ 
under' whieli f am submitting this explanation (explained at length in para¬ 
graphs 22 to 73 of this letter). These Nimar villages weiie, at the first 
settlement of the country by Ccdenel Smith, found to have been abandoned by 
Poorundhurec long before the war,with the Peahwa; they were after this 
restored by Sir John Malixilm tit Insm, but thk waa done by a palpable 
mistake; they were, by order of the Supreme QoremmeTit, subjected to a 
second inquiry some two and a half years afterwards (in J322), when Lieute¬ 
nant Douglas reported having been informed by old village officers that from 
their earliest recollection Poorundhvirca had, through his local collectorB, 
received the revenues of the villages; they were, this inquiry, con- 

ludcred by the Supreme Government to have beeu, os Colonel Smith Imd 
reported, abandoned long before tlie war broke out; they were, t/iertfcnv^ 
4;ontinued to Poorundhuree for life, but under a Suimd specially providing for 
their resumption at hla death; and at hts death in 1340 tliey were i-csumed 
accordingly. The Agent for Sirdars, Mr, Mills, questioned the propriety of 
this resumption, and the case was, in consequence, reconsidered by the Supreme 
Government, who reiterated their previous decision, and Mr, Mills was so 
informed; they were subsequently enteL'e<l by the Agent, Mr, Warden, in 
Surinjam lists prepared by him in 1844, and the resumption was described uh 
having been made by an oversight"^ The same thing took place when Mr, 
Warden's lists were revised in 1347 by his successor, Mr, Urown. On t/iis 
i/ijbrmaiif>n the Honorable the Court of Directors sanctioned their restoration, 
which took place, with the payment of arrears to the amount of nearly 
lls. 14,000. In 1353, liaving discovered this error, I reported it, without 
making the slightest allusion to Poorundhuree personally, or to any tiling but 
the bare facts of tlic case. On this report tlie Supremo Government, at the 
recommendation O'f like Government of Bombay, directed the immediate 
rcf^umption of the villages; and, lastly, the late Ageut for Sirdars, Mr. Warden, 
was called upon to explain the erroneous entry in the lii^ts which he bad 
framed, 

127, To this call for explanation the Honoi-able Mr. Warden, having mean¬ 
while become a member of the Bombay Guvernment, has written, aa'*Jate 
Agent for Sirdars," the reply, in regard to the first 30 paragraphs of which I 
have already recorded my explanation; the Qlst paragraph is given below 
entire 

** 31. Thai be abandoned Nugaum, in tfae sense in which a man aban^ 
dons his own house wben set on fire by on armed banditti, is quite true; 
the land was wasted, the dwellings were desolated, and the village' without 
a light,' os the Natives express it ^ but not because Poorundhuree 
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ub^doned liieiii, but because hordes of Pindereen carried the and 
^iford'orer the plaina of India; and it would be a tniaerable subterfuge, 
unworthy of the British Government of a. n. ]8I7,st]lE naare of that of d. 
185f), reigning over an etnpire, itmtching> under the geuiua and energy of 
tlie present Qovettior General, from the confines of China to thos/^ of 
AfighaiiUtan, to tell one whom Mr. Elphuwtone described m ‘ poor and in 
debt, and who left the Peshwa early '—* You could not hold your own against 
those freebooters, the extermination of whom was only effected through the 
instrumentality ol' a confederacy of all tire Muratha powers, and of tlm 
united armies of the British in fikdta commanded by the Gh>vcmor Gene- 
lal in person; and you should, tliercfbre, be treated as one wlio abandoned 
his post, and be stripped of the indulgence conceded to all otlier Suriujam- 
duiu except yourseltV ” 

128. If f rightly describe that which has led to the present discussion, it 
amounts to neitlier more nor less than an inquiry regarding a grave error 
which has been detected in the Surinjum lists of 1844 and 1847. To connect 
this with the subjects to which the Honorable Mr. Warden has made snch 
pointed allusion seem^i to me both unnecessary and undeE)rable,-^unnecessaiy, 
Ijccausc tlie question at issue is one which has, apparently, nothing whatever to 
do with the policy and power of the British Government, or the poverty and 
loyalty of tlie subjects of that Government; and undesirable, because, if there 
iH any one department of the State the efHcient and satisfactory workit^ of 
which must, more than that of any other, be afl'ected by such appeals, made 
tinder such cltcumstances aud from such a quarter, that department is 
assuredly the Inam Commission. 

129. While on this portion of the subject, and to prevent the necessity of 
recurring to it, I beg to extract the following passage from the Honorable Mr. 
Warden's 49(11 paragiaph, merely remarking that it was written long after the 
resumption of these villages hod been orderfxl and officiaify notified (see pam- 
graph 72 of this letter);— 

" And I state my opinion, reipectiuUy but unreservedly, that to resqme 
these villages without a ref^nce to England, is at once to disobey the home 
authorities, and violate public faith with the sou of a poor and loyal sub^t 
who abandoned the Pesbwa’s standard as scon as the Bricish Aag was hoisted/' 

IdO. I have next to explain the cii'cumstaiices under which Foorundhuree 
has not been permitted to resume possession of the PlS^tah ot Boorbauuggur, 
in the Ahmednuggur Collectomte, to which Pdtah and to the Nimar viltegeA 
his right was, at the introduction of the British Government^ apparently one 
and the same. The Honorable Mr. Warden in his 32ad and 33rd paragraphs 
thus adverb to this matter. 
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‘^33* Capiaiti Cowper next afis^rts that tUe vilUge of Bo6rhanuggur—^ 
Poorundhiinie'^ claim to \vhi{;h wa^ rejected^was exactly in tha position 
of the Niiimr one!4. What tliis position was 1 hare shown, and b Captain 
Cow|^r*s own book, already referred to, 1 hnd evidence, certainly beariug 
no better authority tlian my own signntiwe,—but still what must be taken 
to he true till proved to be false,—as to the condition of Boorhanuggnr. 
It is a report addressed by me, as Agent for Sirdars, to the Government, si» 
, long ago as May 4t!i, 1643 j it is as follows 

“ * On reference to the records of the Peshwiis’ Government, it appears 
that tlic portions of the revenue of the village of Boorhanoggnr cLaime<l 
by the petitioner were restored to hia grandfather about A, o, 175D, and 
again entered in the following ycaraa public property, in consequence of 
its being deserted^ and ihis was tJw sfaie iit which^ licCfjrdittff to the 
Dtifiur accomU, it amtifined till the accession of the Hriftsh Government; 
and tlic Collector of Ahmednuggur reports that the viUf^e has been 
deserted for me hundi ed and fifty yearsy and that there is no record of the 
petitioner ever haviny enjoyed what he claim Sf and, in fact, there is noth i tig 
to enjoy, for the village being deserted, its land must be waste. 

(Signed) '"John Warden/ 

“ I leave the Government to determine whether Captain Cowpor^s asscr- 
tion Is borne out by bis own record/" 

131, My asiiOrtion is certainly not borne ont by the record just quoted, 
but my assertion was not made upon it, but upon the fullawtng facts to whlcli 
that record makes no aJhiaion i — 

1^^—That nlthougli fiom fast to last l^ctah Boorlmnuggur is entered in 
the Peshwas' accounts as deserted, it does not seem ever to have been en¬ 
tered''os public property/" inasmuch as it is altogether deducted from 
the estimated revenue of tl^e district, and not brought to account under any 
head at all. 

2iwf.—That it wiis a common practice thus to deduct deserted villogew, 
whether alienated or otherwise^ 

3rd.—That such deduction, made soiely on the recorded grounds of the 
deserted atate of n village, does not, therefore, prove it to have been public 
property. 

4/A.^That in the present caae, however, nothing is left to be inferred, aa 
the State records of the Peahwaa’ Government aiford proof that P^tah 
Boorhaniiggtir, although entered in the accounts of revenue management 
as deserted^ and, consequently, deducted in the whole of these aocouiits, was, 
nevertheless, a£ the same time specifically recognised by the Pahiaa** ou7a 
Sunud as alienated to Poomndhuree, and that such formal Tccognitiaii wa^^ 
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macle;, not once, but on several occasions, and renewed on the demise ot 
each representative of the family. The entries in the State records sie as 
follows:— 

I*—A letter of injunction {Takeed Putru) from the Peshwa, dated a. d* 
1763-64, and directing the restoration of P^tah Boorhanuggur 
Dhondoo Mnlhar Poorundhuree. 

IT,—A list of alienations, framed in the Peshnes* Duflur, dated a. d, 
1763-64, and showing Petah Boorhsnuggur as then alienated to 
Dhondoo Mulhar Poorundhuree, with the remark that, being deserted, it 
was annaally deducted in the accoanta at iU nominal (Tunkha) valuation, 

IIL—A letter of injnnetion (Takeed Patru) from the Peehwa, diracling 
the restoration to Dhondoo Mnlhar Poorundhwree of P^tah Boorha- 
nuggur, which had been attached m the preceding year. 

IV. —‘A detailed memorandum framed in the Peahwas' Duftur of the 
SurinjamheM by Dhondoo Mnlhar Poorundhuree in a, d, 1768-69, and 
showing Piitah Boorhannggur as then alienated to him. 

V, —A similar document for A. n, 1773-74, 

VI, —A Sunud issued by the Peshwain a. h. 1781-83, reciting the death 
of Dhondoo Mulhar Poornndhnree, and directing the continuance, in 
Surinjatn, of PeCah Boorhanuggur to his two sons, Chimnajee and Mulhar, 
and ’to his grandson, Bhugwunt llao Sudashew, 

VII. —A Sonud issued by the Peshwa in a, d* 1766-87, reciting; the 
deaths of Mulhar Dhondoo Poomndhuree and of Bhugwuntrao Sndasbew 
Poorundhurce, and directing the continuance, in Surinjam, of P^tab 
Boorhanuggur to the son of Mulhar Dhondoo, Vittnl Mulhar, who was 
alive and the claimant at the introduction of the British Government, 

133, 1 have now before me a Muratlioe memorandum, No, 59 dated the 

27tb April 1843, containing the mformation which was furnished in this case 
from the Peshwas' records to the Agent for Sirdars, Mr» Warden, and on 
which the Agent’s report to Government of the 4th May following was, 1 
presume, framed. This memaranduia does not, as it assuredly ought to have 
done, contain any of the infonnatioa 1 hare now adbrded ; it is si^ed by no 
one, bat is in the handwriting of a Ksrkoon on the Agent’s establishment, 
named Bapoo Gooroojee, who, 1 am informed, was then, and had long been 
specially employed in extracting in^jrination from the Peshwas’ records* 

133. The Honorable Mr. Warden in the 34th paragraph of his present 
letter has laid great stiess on the tact of the Ntmar villages haviog been 
included in Mr* Elphtnstone’s Hats. That this provtd nothuig in regard to 
iiciuat I before stated in my report of the 38th February last^ and 

I am about in a subsequent portion of this letter (see paragraphs 136 to 139) 
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to ftxpJain at lejigtii the grouiidf^ upon which 1 bellero such to have been the 
case; hut aijurt from tliis, it is quite certain that in regard to their entry in Mr, 
Elphin$tone*s lists, the Nimar villages and F^'tah Boorhanuggur (see para¬ 
graph 14 of this letter) were upon one and the same footing, bo that the argu- 
jnente brought forward in the Honorable Mr. Warden's 34th paragraph must 
apply with equal force to both of these holdings. 

134. But supposing such an entry to prove anything, whiidi in my opinion 
It cannotp for the simple reason that it was made not only subject to inquiry, 
but on grounds which that aubaequent inquiry proved to be erroneous; sup¬ 
posing it to be otherwise, however, it remainB to be stated that Petali Boor¬ 
hanuggur was not only iucloded in the register of Jagheers actvalfy restored, 
framed by Mr. Chaplin in t&!22, but was subsequently entered in the list fur¬ 
nished to Government by the Collector of Ahmeduuggur on the 2Gth Febru¬ 
ary 1S40, and puTporting {see paragraph 47 of tliis letter) to show the detail 
of the Surinjam which had been held by Vittulrao Mulhar Foorundhuree up 
to his death on the 12th January 1840. 

135. This was the information on which I stated (see paragraphs 130 
134 of this letter) in my report of the 28th February last, that the village of 
Boorhanuggur, Poorundhuree'a daim to which was rejected, was exactly in 
the position of the Nimar ones"; and 1 hope that I have now satislactonly 
shown that I made this statement on sufEcient grounds. There cannot^ I appre¬ 
hend, be any question that Pooruudhuree’s right of possession, in so fur as it 
was derived from the Peshwa'^s title, existed in each of these two eases at the 
breaking out of tlm war ; but there can, I think, be as Jittle doubt that such 
nght of possession was not at that time “ in force/' 

136. In the IDtli paragraph of my report dated the 28th February la«t 

I stated,'™ 

The Niznar villages " were included, it is true, in McDounetfs statement, 
hut su^eei to iuyatry, which was afterwards made by Mr. Chaplin, and which 
proved that they did not, like the Beccan villagea, fulfil the terms on which 
alone Mr. Elpblnatone had contemplated the restoration of any bolding, 
whether Surinjam or Inam." To this statement the H morablc Mr. Warden 

has taken serious exception, and has in his 34th paragraph explained,-^ 

> 

" The truHi being, so far as 1 have been able to discover it, that tlie 
amount of Es. 10,832-6-3 wbich Mr. Elphinstone actually granted* (aa 
proved by the annexed extract, not from Mr. McDonneH's statement, but 
from Mr< Elphinstone^s own Surinjam list) was composed of the items 
specified below. 


* the whale of those ^ronri hsve now been isiued,’—he, uQoiernoi to 

Couatil, 'ffratc to the Oomameiit of Indie ss esrly u Msy lUlij 
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Pqpnm >«. - * 
Ahroednuggur 
KhaikdeiBh •., 

Sattara . 

Ni[fiar«. i • ■ 


.lls. 7^3 14 0 

. 6,660 7 3 

.. !,30D 0 0 

76 0 0 

.. 3,063 0 0 

Total.... ItB. 10,632 6 3 


« ^trisct jrom Mr. Elpuinstone'b Ziji of JaffJittrM. 


Name. 


Vittulmo Poo- 
ruadburen, 
Hji. ; 

78 yewflj resum¬ 
ed Rs. 5,369, 



JaghDCfi Df Tcarlf AUowuuu to bo 
contiQued 


KtiE)a>], or 
mt ifcordad 
CoUectlOD. 


Rs. 4. 

10,832 6| 


BtJJmatoi T««] 
Valufli mt tm* 
sene. 


Rl. 4k 

d,36G Ul 


i 

■g 

|i 

I 


I? 




And so from any inq^uiry having been left to be made by Mr* ChapUn, he, 
m Ills secoiiid letter to Sir John MaJeolmon tlds subject, dated January 26th, 
] 830, says :—* It tooj therefore decided that they (the Nimar villages) should 
be restored to him (Poonindhuree) by our Government, m common with tht 
pfrsonal Jagheer of aUptrtono considered de^tnng <f this indvigence throtegh- 
out the whole of the late PahtMi^t potsestitms. Yon will obaerve that the 
claims of those who held their personal Jagheers of the Peahwa are quite 
distinct from such as held Jagheer grants from foreign princefl, as in the 
case ofHolkar alluded to in Mr. Elphinstone’s letter of the 17th July. 
As the St^eme Oooenment has ah^eady aojuctiotied the Honorable lAv late 
Commitiioner’e procee^gs on these points, yon will not, perhaps, under 
this explanation, consider a ftu ther referetice necessary/ ** 













Al*l*K»mX 1). 


yu 

fn Im iicyt(thc which is quoted entu'e, the ilQUoiuhlc Mr^ 

"Warden expreeecs the following opinion i — 

"The foregoing extracts speak for themKlref) "und 1 abstain from 
remark/^ 

ld7» Wow, althoDgb the ** foregoing extracts" are, m far aa they go, per¬ 
fectly correct, they do not state the whole case; indeed, they omit every 
jiortLon of the case which bears out tny assertion, f will now supply this 
deficiency, and believe that I shall be found to Imve luid before Government 
not only the truth," bat the whole truth, and nothing else. 

138» Mr» Hiphinstone, a few days after bis listfi of Jagheers were sent to 
Calcutta, assumed charge of the Bombay GoveruEnent, and was succeeded as 
Commiseioner by Mr, Chaplin, who, tftme year« afitrwtirdst on the 28th Octo¬ 
ber 1832, submitted {see paragraphs 18 to 20 of this letter) “ A register of 
all personal Jngbeers which have beeu restored by Goverumeut, aud are now 
held in tlie Deccan *; and In doing so, informed the Bombay Govemmeut,— 
** A very considernble reduction has actually taken place, both in granting the 
Jagheers and from lapses/^ T/tis waa the inquiry to wtkich 1 alluded in my 
former report, and 1 now find, on reference to the register itself^ that in re¬ 
gard to no leas thfmjifttf-six of the Surinjama entered in Mr, Elphinstone's 
list, the alterations shown below resulted from Mr. Chaplinas inquiiy 

Altered in respect either to the amount restored or the persons to 

whom the Surinjam vros granted ... 31 

lleiluced in amount ... 5 

ISut I'estored at all, Mr. Chaplin having discovered them not tc^ 
have been enjoyed at the breaking out of tlie war. 30 

Total number of oltemtions #«. * 56 

13n, This, I think, establishes the fact' of Mr, Klphiustone's propased 
grants having been subject to inquiry, which was afterwards mode 

by Mr, Chaplin. It, therefore, only remains to explain in bow far such waa 
the ^mriiculctr^ in regard to the Nimor villages. 

140, Before Mr. Elphinstone’s lists of Jagheers w<.Te framed, one of the 
precautioikH token he thus described to the Governor General (jsee paragraph 
8^ of this letter):— 

i _ 

The Collectors were then furnished with lists of the personal Jagheem, 
and requested to ascertain their actual value, and whether they were in 
force ftt the breaking out of the war*" 

It has been already explained in the 21st and 22ad paragraphs of this letter 
that in the ease of the iVimor villages this information was not obtaiaed until 
aJUr the lists had been framed, after Mr. Elphinstone had loliaquisbed the 
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poit of Commi^ioner, md after Nugaum and Chuganm had Been found 
abandoned p formally taken poflAcasion of^ and annexed to the Britiah dietrictSr 
It waa o-n the lOtb December 1819 that Mr. Chaplin firti (the Honorable Mr. 
Warden has only 4 ^uoted Mr. Chaplin's second letter) wrote to Sir John Mal¬ 
colm, and requested the restoration of the Tillages, should Sir John “ concur 
in the propriety of it." Sir John Malcolm did not conenr, and it waa fAii 
which led to the discussion (see paragraphs 22 to 43 of this letter), terminat¬ 
ing in llie deciaioci in 1822, Ly the Bupreme Government, ao often refer¬ 
red to. 

141. The Honorable Mr. Warden has explained, in paragraphs 36^ to 40 of 
ids letter,the grounds upon which he has in the last of tliese paragraphs stated,—- 

“ And it is, therefore, the very opposite of the fact as regards this case, 
that the revised Surinjam lists were aanctioned ffenpraiy by the Honorable 
the Court of Directors, as alleged in Captain Cowper's 24th paragraph; for 
tliia was one of twenty-two declaredly exceptional coses, regarding each 
of wliich it !md been advanced tiy me that a wmng decision bad been 
passed ; and, as regards this case, no less than twenty-one title-deeds were 
deliberately considered before the Court releaiied the two catatee/' 

What I considered a ffcneral sanction I will sliartly explain; but before 
doing oo, I would advert to that portion of the Honorable Mr. Warden^a 
letter wliicli 1 liave just quoted, in so far as to point out that 1 have already 
shown (see paragraph 87 of tliis letter) that although this was one of twenty* 
two declared exceptional it yet differed from the remaining twenty-one 

on a most material point—possession at tlie breaking out of the war; that 
nUlitiugh in each of the twenty-two cases the Agent, Mr. Warden, advanced that 
a wrong decision hod been passed, yet in no one ease that I inn aware of, 
excepting in that of the Nimar villages, were the gnonnda on wliicb the ques¬ 
tioned decision had been passed incorrectly stated in the Suritqam lisU; and 
lastly, that although in this case no less than twenty^one title-deeds may hare 
been deliberately considered belbre the Court released the Jtwo estates, stdl^o 
consideration of any number of titie-deeds could have led to the discoveiy of 
error couimitted in respect to possession at the breaking out of the war, and in 
respect to the two decisiona of the Supreme Government paased with refer¬ 
ence to such possession, and not with reference to the date of original grant 
or to anything affected by titlenteeds, 

142. What I considered a general sanction, and why 1 considered Pconm- 
dhurec's Surinjam to have been included therein, is hast explabicd by quoting 
from the 12th paragraph of the Honorable Court's despatch. No. 15 of the 
22Qd May 1849, the following passage, in which their sanction to the revised 
lists was conveyed* 

13 o 



APPENJ>I3£ D. 



hereby ^nclien confmn them (tJieVo^Jsad lists)^ with the ex* 
ception of such case^ ga you hnve kept open for further mrestigution, and 
Auch AS form the subject of special oixterii in subsequent paragraphs of this 
d^pateb.'^ 

Bearing In ttiind that the above was the onfy aaticiiotii accorded to nine-tenths 
[>r the one litindred and hfky-eight Surinjams entered in the liata numbered L 
to V.f it certainly seems to me that it can only be caviled a general one, and 
that if this was a general sanction^ Poorundlnu-ee’s Surinjam was sanctioned 
generally, for it was neither left open for further investigation nor especially 
sanctioned in any subsequent paiagLuph of the despatch. 

143« 'fhe 37th, 38tb, and 39tli paragraphs of the Honorable Mr. Warden's 
letter describe the orders of the Honorable Court issued in IH42 regarding 
the XhtKfin portion of Poomndhuree^s Surinjam, and the letter of the Agent 
for Sirdars with which the lists of 1844 were submitted to Government. But 
I do not perceive how tliis can affect the question, fi>r the Honorable Court's 
Icitcr of 1H42 did not refer to the Nimar villages at all, and the letter with 
which (he Agent, Mr. Warden, submitted hia lists in 1H44 was calculated, 
na hei'einbefbre (parngraph 78 of this letter) explained, to cunfirraj but certain¬ 
ly not to rectify the erroneous statement in the lists, that the villages had been 
retained “ by an oversight," 

144. In his 40th imiagrapli t]« Honorable Mr. Warden, wltli reference to 
the Honorable Court's orders of 1842, laying down Ttules for die preparation 
of new Surinjam lists, observes!,— 

“ This order from the Court of Directors was made just one year 
after the resumption of the Nimar estate; and if anybody had (ben under¬ 
stood there was any distinction to be made between different portions of tlie 
Poorundhurec estate, the Nimar estate being the moat ancient, my disregard 
of tbia distinction would have been observed by the Govenuneuit of the 
day, seeipg they scrtitinlsed my lists for the long period of lilb^en montlis, 
and would not have failed to refer to the order of the Government of 
fndia, dated the 7th of October 1841, regarding the llindoostan estate, which 
order was then recent and in recollection." 

1 infer from the above that the Heporabte Mr. Warden tbioki that both the 
Bombay Government and the Honorable Court of Directors accorded their 
BoactioQ to the restoration, on hereditary tenure, of the Niinac villages, with 
the knowledge that they had been retained, not, as stated in the Surinjam lists, 
'' by an ovetaighc,'^ but under a decision of the Supreme Qovwnmjent, passed 
after a secoTkd inquiry in 1823, and declared final on reconsideration in 1841,— 
fluch decision having been arrived at, moreaver, on grounds nowhere alluded to 
in the lists, and not applicable, it is believed, to a single other case which these 
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lUU c(intained. But to uiBume this carries with H the supposition thkt both 
the Gorernment and the Court not only discovered and actsd upon the real 
state of the cbbCi but did so leaving unnoticed the gbriog error in the lists; 
and this I apprehmid to be next to impossible, If a conjecture ii to be 
hazarded^ 1 should think It most probable that the lists were suppoeed 

to contain complete inf^rmatioa in each caae^ and, above all, that they were 
auppoaed to represent correctly matters specially alluded to in them (as was 
the case iu regard tu the resumption of the Nimar villages), for in the Chief 
Secretary's letter of the 9th May 1843, No* 994, directing their preparation, 
the Agent for Sirdars had been speciatly directed '^to state in the clearest 
manner the data on wliich your recomniendatioiis iu each case may be founded**^ 
(Paragraph 4 of Government letteTi) 

145* In tlic hiame (the 4Dt]i) paragraph, the Honorable Mr. Warden 
observes tliat the despatches of the Honorable the Court of IHieetors “on thia 
subject are drawn up witli an accuratry and care which forbids the supposition 
that die existence nf two distinct esitaLes was not observed by thein.^* This has, 
1 believe, never been <]iiestk>ned. Ttterc can l^e no doubt lliat the existence of 
two estates was observed, for It was distinctly shown in iheiisi^; but that 
which the lints did m( show correctly Jiad reference, not to the 
of these estatcft, but to the atfiihtutac^ of one of tliem under eircumAtauces 
which in the lists >vere not only omitted to be stated, hut were actually mis¬ 
stated :—the very care and aceurocy with wliieh tlic Honorable Court's 
despatches were drawn up is sufficient, I think, to indicate that this misstate- 
iiietil was not detected, as otherwise it would have been pointed out. 

14(5* In the same tthe 40tli) jxu-agmph tlie fiiilowing jiassagc occurs :— 

“ Besides, I begin by telling the Government that Boornndhuree liad 
availed himself of the opportunity given him hi open out his wliole 
case 'he has produced/ 1 say ^ twenty-one Sumids, ef which seven 
relate to his estate in Hindoostiui/ ** 

Poomndhuree certainly produced his Sunuils, but failed, apjiarently, to re¬ 
present “his whole case for in his statement of the ^28th July J 843, which 
WHS ])resented to the Agent, Mr, Warden, and which is now before me, not 
the slightest allusion was made to the decision passed hy the Supreme Govern¬ 
ment in 1841, and which had been communicated (sec paragraph 77 of this 
letter) to him (Poorundhuree) in the Agent^a (Mr, Mflls) letter of the 14th 
October 1841, No* 869; neither did the Sunuds which Poomndhuree pro¬ 
duced before Mr. Warden contain that under which (see paragraph 41 of hia 
letter) the Nimar villagee had been continued to hig &tlier, uruief the epecial 
provision that they would be te»iuned at his (the bthefg) death. 

147. In submitting my report of the 28tb February last to Government, 
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the in&m CommiBsioner, Mr. Hart} advertir^ to Mr. Elphinatone's rale that 
no Surinjam ceded Co the Britiah GoTcnnneut by the Treaty of 1817 was to 
b&j as a general rule^ restored^ observed^™ 

This rule would appear to be doubly fatal to any claim by Poorundharee 
to any part of bis former Surinjam in N'imar, as^ besidee not baring been 
enjoyed at the breaking out of the war^ it would appear to hare been in¬ 
cluded among the cesBions made by the Treaty of Poona} the position of 
which 19 thus explained by Mr. Biphinstone in the 5th paragraph of hts 
despatch No. 78 dated 18th June 1818, to the Governor General:— 

** 'The Peshwa's whole revenue, before the last Treaty, amounted to 
Rs, 2,15,00,000, of which R». 95,00,000 wag paid into the treasury, 
and Hs, 1,20,00,000 allotted to Jagheerdars; of this laat sum Rg, 
26,50,000 wag produced by land in Hindooatan, which had greatly de¬ 
clined in value, and from whicli the Peshwa derived no benefit whatever. 

'"This last Rs. 26,50,000, with Hs. 32,00,000 of the amount payable 
into the treasury, was ceded by tfie Treaty of Poona, coucluded in June 
last.' 


The Honorable Mr. Warden has in his 42nd and 43rd paragraphs explained 
that" Mr. Hart s deductions are drawn from a geographical error," inasmuch as 
Poorundhuree'e Nimar villager are to the sotiiAof theriverljerbudda, whereas 
tlie Treaty of 1817 adected only poe&essions to tlie north of that river. Mr. 
Hart is now in England, and 1 can only submit what 1 conceive to be the 
most probable solution of the difHculty. In the first place, I would observe, 
that on the question of geography (jiuragraph 43 of the Honorable Mr. War¬ 
den's letter) Mr. Hart never reported at all (see Mr. Hart's repoLt quoted in 
paragraph 60 of this letter); had he done go, o^had he even been aware tliat 
a question of geography wag involved, I feel assured that his report w^Jiihl 
have been an accurate one ; but, unlegs I am grcutly mistaken, it will be 
found that he considered the Hindooetan portion of Poorunduree’^s Surinjam 


to have formed part of the cessions of 1817, not after a perusal of Article XIV. 
of the Treaty, which defines the Nerbudda as the limit, and to which I do 


not believe that he referred, but on the strength of that portion of Mr* 
. Elphinstone's lettei which he quoted, and which states the whole of the'' land 


in Hindoostan” to have been ceded. But however this may Imve been, it 


does not seem a matter on which 1 need further remark, as the reply (see 
paragraph 71 of this letter), dated the 22nd July last, of the Government of 
India appears clearly to show that the resumption of the Nimar villages has 
now been ordered not on any new grounds, but becaueei under the tircam- 


fltances which led to the decisions of 1322 and 1841; they ought never to 
have been restored at all.' 
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148. At tLe close of his 43rd paragTaphj the Honorable Mt< Warden 
observes, with reference to this Surinjara, that “by enteriiig it on the Surinjam 
lists Mr, Etphinstonc especially directed it to bo restored " In the first place, 
1 would solicit reference to the 15di paragraph of this letter, in which 1 hare 
explained that Mr, Elphinstone^s lists were neither perfectly correct, nor an 
exact statement of what was eventually restored to each individual, and, be¬ 
sides this, 1 have pointed out (see paragraph 22 of this letter) that the condi¬ 
tion of this Siirinjam al the breaking out of the war was not ascertained until 
n fter lha lisU bad been sent to Calcutta, This alone would, 1 think, suffice 
to show that its mere entry in these lists could never have been intended as a 
special direction that it should be restored ; but there is, in addition, the 
conclusive evidence afforded by Mr. Chaplin's subsequent inquiry^ the result 
of which was reported in October I8!22 to the Bombay Government, of which 
Mr, Blphinstonc was the head, and which Enquiry I have shown in my 138th 
paragraph to have not only embraced a thorough examinatton of the whole 
lists, but to have resulted in the withholding alti^ethcr of thirty of the Surin- 
Jams entered in them. Surely, this proves unquestionably that an entry in the 
lists neither implied nor conferred exemption from inquiry, which was, a£ 
stated in my previous report, No. 102 of tlie 28th February 18^3, paragraph 
IJ), "afterwards made by Mr, Chaplin.^' 

149, In his 44th paragniph, the Honorable Mr, Warden lias referred to 
the villaj^s in tlie territory ceded to tJie Nizam in the following terms 

“ 44, It will be observed that Mr, Mills, in his Surinjam lists, says 
of Vittulrao Poorutulhuree,—^ He has lately, also, been deprived by the 
Nizam, ill spite of urgent remonstrances of the Bombay Government, of a 
Surinjam yielding Ks, 11,000’; and 1 am informed by Haojee Pendsay, 
the hereditary Duftur Kdrkoon alluded to in paragraph 29, that when 
Poorundhuree pressed this loss on Mr, Chaplin's attention, he always said, 

* I have given you your Nimar Surinjam, don't think of that loss any more'; 
and if this be true, —which from the high character and position of my 
informant 1 have no doubt it is,^—the Nimar estate was held on far stronger 
ground than even that in the Deccan,” 

And again, at the dose of his 46th paragraph, has, on this statement of the 
Duftur Karkoon, designated the Nimar villages as taken oa compensation 
for a Surinjam of zoore than three times their value, which Poorundhuree held 
in the Nizam's country, and which that prince would not surrender." This 
the Honorable Mr. Warden considers “ a very strong point, because unknown 
to the Qovemor General in Council who passed the original decision, and to 
his Lordship in Council who has now directed the resumption of the villages." 
The impiobability of the hereditary Duftur ILarkoon'e statement U evident 
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from nearly every t^ircuin&limcc which 1 find record^ in c^onnection with this 
Gojee, but it admits), 1 believe^ of proof that it cannot pcgsihfy be a corral onCi 
Before, however, going further, 1 must explain that the SurlDjam in the Nkam's 
country oonsistedj according to Mr. McDonneire memorandum, of two por¬ 
tions, one of winch, of tlie value of Ra, 9,631, wae neither included in Mr. 
Klphinstone'e order of releaee of thel5th October 181!^ (see paragraphs 14 and 
20 of this letter), nor included in his lists submitted to the Supreme Govern¬ 
ment; the other, of the value *of Rs. 1,100, was both included in the order of 
release and entered in the lists, because it was Bituated iii territory then 
British, though shortly afterwards ceded to the Nizam. (See paragraph 45 of 
this letter.) 

150. Tile lastmentioned Suriiijam, of the vatue of Us. 1,100, is nou) kfld 

by Poorundhuree, so tlmt ii cannot be the holding os compensatLon for whicJi 
lie is said to be entitled to the Nimar villages. ^ 

151. And the proof in regard to the other SurinJam, valued at Us. 9,6!3], 
tliougli of ft different nature, soeais to me to be just as clear ; it Is,— 

—'That Mr. Chaplin wrote his kttt letter (sec pamgrapb 30 ol tliis fel- 
ter) to Sir John Malcolm regarding the restoration of tho Ninmr villages on 
the btA April \^20f and they were restored accordingly; whereas three 
years afterwards Mr. Chaplin urged (tu the correspondence referred to tn 
the 2nd paragraph of Captain Cowper's report No. (551 of the 22rid Decem¬ 
ber 1862) the restoration of the Surinjam of Its. 0,531; so that could 
not have granted in 182Q compensation for that wliich he wished to restore 
in 1823. 

2itd ^—The decision of the Supreme Government in 1822 wa^ parsed, and 
the restoration of the Nimar villages, under the Sunud which specially pro¬ 
vided for their resumption at tlje incnmbent^s death, oidered at CatcvWif 
on grounds wholly unconnected with any arrangements made by Mr. 
Chaplin, and witliout reference to any such arrangements. 

3rd!.—^That even supjMsing Mr. Chaplin to have made tlie oirangemeiit 
which it has been shown he neither dtd nor could make^ his act would have 
been an unautlmrised cue, as he possessed no independent authority and 
hhd been so informed. (Paragraphs 5 and fi of letter from the f^upreme to 
the Bombay Gavemment, in the Political Department, and dated the I5lJi 
Jnly 1820, a copy of which was forwarded to Mr. Chaplin with the letter 
N 0 . \ 291 of the 23rd August following, from the Ghiet'Becretary at Bombay.) 

4tA.^Tbat the Surinjam valued at Rs. 9,531, in regard to which the 
Agent, Mr. MiUs, in 1840 stated that Poorundhuree had ** lately also been 
deprived by the Nuam, in spite of mgent remonstrances of the Bombay 
Government, of a Surbjam yielding Hb. 11,000,” was one of those in 
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regard to which the Supreme Government od the 2/jth February 1S25^ afler 
declaring that no daira could be fiiitly made upon the Nixarn^ observed,^ 
Neither doea any obligation appear to attach to the Hoaorabk Company 
to provide for the Choath Jagheerdai% who have suffered by the events of 
the war in common with their late aovereign Bajee Bao/' 

5rA,—That not only has this alleged feet of the Nimar^ villages having 
been gpven in compensation never during a period of thirty years been before 
brought forward Ay ajty ow, but Pooruadhuree has, at dotea tubse^ttenC to 
Mr. Chaplinas departure from India, frequently requested* the restoration 
of the very Surinjam for which compensation Is now said to have been granted. 

152. The facts mentioned in the last three paragraphs seem to point out 
the exceeding caution with which oral evidence like that of Raojea Pendsay 
must £e accepted. This ts a point on which I have before had occasion to 
differ from the Honorable Mr. Warden, and as it U one of no little import¬ 
ance, 1 wilt here extract what I wrote on tlie 2nd May last (No. 1G3) on the 
subject I’— 

'*99. The want of the aid of the hereditary Buftur Karkoons, which 
Mr. Warden also supposes to operate prejudicially, does not, I am bap]>y 
to nay, exist; tme of the best of these Karkoous (Gunesh Krishna Pendsay, 
commonly called Raojee Pcndaay, about seventy years ofage), whose father 
and grandfather spent their lives in the Duflur (from about a. o. 1730), U 
on tlie» strength of the Inam CommiBsion establishment, and has assisted 
me from the commencement; but 1 would here record an opinion which I 
lately took occasion to express on this subject. The following ia an 
extract from my report, No. 137 of the 19th March last, on a claim to a 
large pension in regard to which this very hereditary Karkoon afforded in* 
formation which, though accepted at the time (when the revised pension 
lists wei'e framed) as correct, now turns out otherwise :— 

* Ea<ijee Pendsay is an old hereditary Duftur Kai-koon, with a great 
knowledge of all matten^ connected with the revenue administration of 
the last Peshwa, and possessed of a most wonderful memory. Under 
any cireum stances, however, Z should for obvious reasons receive his evi¬ 
dence in matters of this sort with extreme caution, for though sometimes 
of much value, it is peculiarly requisite that, as a geuaral rule, ik should 
be tested and supported by other and independent testimony, and espe¬ 
cially by the documentary proof afforded fay the State records.* ” 

153. The Honorable Mr, Warden's 46* pan^ph is a recapitulation of 

that to which 1 have for the moBt part hereinbefore alluded, to 

* Tlie fat Sirdim. Hr. Wtidon, Kported os. ous of thm requetti, wbicA wh 

wfvrred to him with Mr. Chi«f Soentuy Fom*' totter No. of lbs 5tH Octobov 1632. 
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SO much 1 need not, thereihre, -agaui refer ; but there h one sentence which, 
vut it fitands, seems to me calculated to convey such a very erroneous inipreS' 
aion that explanation seems necessary. It is stated, with reference to the deci¬ 
sion passed by the Supreme Government in T841, and recorded, as I have 
shown, both in the English and Murathee Othce of the Agent, ** that no wilful 
sapjiresaion of it is, however^ to be suspected,^ as the merits of the claim on 
the Nimar lands were fully discussed in consequence of a speciftc reference 
from ttie Court of Directors. 

I would explain,— 

m 

Ixt.—That the specific reference from the Honorable Court referred 
to the Deccan and mt tlie Nimar Suriujam. 

2 ad .—That the claim on ttie Nimar lands’’ was nfticr on one essential 
point,—the decision of the Supreme Government, and tlie grounds on which 
tUsS decision had been passed,—discussed at all; on tlie contrary, the 
Honorable Court were erroneously informed that tlic lands had been 
resumed "by an overeight,** 

Tliat it is, therefore, becau/ie the merits of the claim on the Nimar 
lands were frilly discussed, that, under the circumstances whrcli ori: 
shown to have existed, wilful suppr ession of the real facta ts to be suspectaiL 

154. The 47th paragraph of the Honorable Mr. Warden’s letter is below 
extracted, as it certainly requires explanation — 

" 47. It is true tliat I answered this special and particular referencr! 
to Poorundhuree’s case in a letter on the whole of the Siirinjama, but, as 1 
have already shown you, so for from this case being treated " generally/’ it 
was handled hy me, and afterwards by Mr. Brown, individually and jmr- 
ticularly, it being one of two instances only in which the Sunuds themselves 
were translated and sent to England in support of the decisions, and this 
beeause the Honorable Court had singled out the man’s case, and ordered a 
reconsideration of it.” 

T would submit for consideration,— 

Ifif.—That "the Honorable Court had singled out” the Deccan Surinjam 
only. (See paragraph 57 of this letter.) 

2rtd.-r-That the Agent Mr, Warden’s " letter on the whole of the Surin- 
jams'^ referred to " twenty-one Sunuds or title-deeds, of which fourteeii 
relate to hia Surinjam in Poona and Ahmednuggur, and seven to hie estate 
in Hlndoostan.’^ (See paragraph 61 of ditto.) 

Srd.—That the Shmuds which, on ihe leviaion of Mr, Warden’s lists by 
' Mr, Brown, were translated and sent to England in support of the decision,” 

, were not thoM relating to the Deccan Surinjam regarding which alon^ 
the Court bad written, but only those relating to the Nimar aatatc erro- 
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neously in the lists to have beeti resamed by an ofenigfat.” (See 

pat'egraph 64 of thb letter*) 

4M.^That hod traiulationa of the Sunuds rdating to the Deecan Surin- 
jam been sent to England, the apparently gross fraud which was committed, 
and which 1 have reported in my letter Ko, 510 of the 10th instant, would 
have been either not attempted or at once detected, and it Would have been 
then seen that some of the Sunuda produced by the Surinjamdai' neitiher, as 
stated to Government, were dated before 1751 nor referred to older grantH, 
but wei'e Sunuds issued seven years subsequently to 1751 and having no 
reference whatever to any previous holding or grant 

155, llefcrring to an expression used by the Inam Commiieioner, Mr, 
IliLTi, in submitting my report of tlie 38th Februaiy laet,'>^thai the Nimar Su- 
linjam ought, under the deliberate and final orders of the Government of India, 
to liave lapsed to Government on the death of the last Incumbent in 1840,^ 
tile HouoL'able Mr* Warden observes in his 48th paragraph,—> 

"The orders of the Governmeat of India in regard to Pfimar were 
tio more final than those of tho Bombay Government in r^ard to the 
Deccan; and that he so considered tho matter was evinced by the alacrity 
with wliicii the villages were restored when the Governor General in Council 
heard of tho final orders of tire Court of D hectors*'’ 

That Mr. iJart, wlien lie designated as final the orders of the Supreme Go¬ 
vernment, lost siglit of the fact that all stteh orders are subject to review and 
reversal in England, 1 cannot suppose; but he most probably considered final 
orders based, asthoi^e in question were, upon a principle (i, c, non-recognitton 
nf any right of possossiou not in foree at tlie breaking out of the war) which 
had received the unqualified sanction of the Honorable Court, and to question 
which would have been Co quention Mr, Elphiustone’s whole settlement. Such 
1 conceive to have been Mr* Hart's meaning; and as to the "alacrity with 
whlcli the villages were restored when the Governor General in Coancil heard 
of the final orders of the Court of Directors,'’ it has now been proved (see 
paragraph 71 of this letter) that the orders of the Honorable Court would not 
have been carried out at all, had the Supreme Government then known them 
to have been issued on an incorrect statement of Jaets. 

156/ To the Hoaorablo Mr, Warden's 4^h paragraph, in so far as it is a 
recapituktiim, I need not refer; bat 1 would submit that the officer who is 
therein designated "a Colonel S^ith/' may be fairly presumed from hu rank 
to have been an officer of greatsf experience than Lieutenant Douglei, befinre 
whom, on a second inquiiy, thal evidence wee given which the Supreme Go¬ 
vernment rejected; and ibr the rejection of whu^ Ihe strOngeat reasona appear 
]4j> 
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to have exlife<l'(sce paragrapliid 100 to )Q4 of thid letter), but which the 
llonorahle Mr. Warden considerv, neverthelew, " the lest evidence aa tu 
potf&eeaioni" 

157. £ would aWo briefly refer to another portion of the same (the 49tJi) 
iwmgrapb, in which it w stated that Colonel Smith— 

** Addedj on hearsay, two ttaiements, in respect to both of which he was 
proved to be quite wroTi(f,^vi£. that the other village was a service Jagheer, 
and had been abandoned by PooTundhuree^s manager, a personal and local 
inquiry having two yeara afterwards established that Colonel Smith had 
been mlamformed ; that the tenure was personal, and not for iervice; the 
poBBeasLon of Poomndhuree from time immeiDoriat having been only twice 
iniemipted, and that by force and usurpation; and the last dlspoBBegsLon 
having ceased six years before the British accession/* 

The incumbent at the introduction of the Brittsh Govcmment (Vittulmo 
Mulhar) certainly held no military Surinjam, and thie was at once pointed out 
(aee paragraph 30 of this letter) by Mr. Chaplin and admitted, bo that no 
barm resulted from the mistake, which probably originated in the fact that 
although Vittul Mulhar never served, his uncle and eouBin both had done so, 
and It was not, therefore, surprising to find persons at a distance stating witli 
reference to the whole fiunily that which was applicable only to certain mem¬ 
bers of it. 

158^ 1 am not able to understand the distinction which die Honorable Mr. 
Warden has drawn between the two inquiries, for admitting Colonel Smithes 
infonnatlon to have been reoeived from others, and, consequ^tly, hearsay, I 
cannot perceive how, by any possibility, Lieutenant Douglas could have had 
any advantage in this respect, when inquiring two and a half years later than 
Colonel Smith rcgaiding not t/te ihsn state of things, but the state of things 
which bad existed from five to twenty years previously* 

159. The Honorable Mr. Warden^s 50th paragraph ie as follows;— 

** I, therefore, close this (1 am afraid), tedious letter by a repetition of 
the opinion which led to the whole discuisiou,—' By an oversight'—an 
« oversight of the princIpleB laid down by Mr. Elphinstone In a. n. 1338 and 
sanctioned by the home anthoritieB—'this portion of Foorundhnree's 
Surinjam was retained by Oovemment when the remainder wan restored 
to the present meumbent*" 

Without fhrther explanation I caniiot asenme that thU ie mteiided to explaift 
that the entry in the Suriniam lista of 1844 and 1B4T bad reference only to 
the pnncjplea laid down by Mr. Elphinstone in 1836, and that this, though 
not expressed, was left to be understood; but 1 must point out that the deci- 
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sicm of the Supreme Dovemmenti coohnnsd on roooiiiii3ei«ium in 
not hare been passed by “ an ovetBsght of the pfioeiplefl kid down by Mr. 
Elphinfltooe in 1&38, and sanctitmed by the home authorities,” for sH thk was 
brought to their uotice, the Agents Mr. MiAi, havii^ thus concluded his kiter 
No. 101 of the 14th April 1841 (eec paragraph 51 of this'leto'):-^ 

"In my letter ta DoTemment handing on the copy of the Doteitior 
General’s letter, I stated that it did not appear that petitioner hod, under the 
decision of the Governor General in Council, any claims to the villages he 
alluded to ; hut, under the circninatances above stated, 1 am of opinion that 
Chimnajee Ran Poorundhuree has, under the Ridea eubsequently tiamed 
for Surlnjam estates, A just claim to the villages in questum; aod should 
Government concur in the view of the question which { have taken, I would 
respectfully request that the Supreme Qovernment be solicited to advise 
tlie Resident at Indore to continue the villages to Chimnajee Rao Vlttul 
Poorundhuree, according to Mr. Marriotfs Rules sanctioned by Government, 
and until the final order of tlie Honorable the Court of Directore is received 
to the subsequent correspondence and the Rules submitted by me respecting 
Surinjam estates ” 

This letter was forwarded (see paragraph 53 of this letter) to the Govern^ 
ment affndia, who, however, saw nothing therein toaflect their jfbrmer dedaioti, 
bused as it had tieen on a fundamental rule, originally laid down and sanction^ 
paragraphs 6 to 9 of this letter), that no right of possession not in force 
at the breaking out of the war should be recognised, and rtde want no& 
cmi aUuded to^ mu^A ctincelUdf when in 1838 the principles laid down by 
Mr. EEphinstone were sanctioned by the home authorities as those principlefi 
Imd reference onl^ to the date of original grant— i. e. the antiquity of the 
Surinjam. 

] 60. There Is yet one fact connected with this Surinjam which 1 did not 
report in my letter of the 28th February last, because 1 was not then aware 
of it, having looked merely to tlie erroneous entry Jn the Surinjam lists regard¬ 
ing the resumption;—it is that the Mokassa Umulsoffour out of the five 
villages entered in the Surinjatn lists of 1844 and 1847 were never r^toted to 
the late Vittulrao Mulhor Poorundhuree at all; have never rince (he inlroduc- 
lion of the Brirish Government been in hb or in his son’s possession; and 
could not, .consequently, have been resumed. (See paragraphs 44 and 63 of 
this letter.) 

161. ^ In concluding this letter, I would briefly refer to the dreumstaneeB 

* The princii^ lud dam by Ut. Elphinitem in 19>8 nd nootuMd' %y th» h»« 
•othetitifii weie^ euptrifled to Oovnranmfc b <ha HononU* Cnurt’i d u f l Kk 

No. 9 of the 7tL Ftbruuy 1838. 
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in which this discnaaion hfts ongtnAted, find n knowledge of which must go 
far. towards explaining much that 1 have not felt myaelf authorised to remark 
upon. The discorery of eeriouB erron in the Surinjam list led Govemment, 
on the 34th September 1862, to direct (Chief Secretary's letter No. 4176^ para- 
^ph 4) further inquiry, and to order (Chief Secretarya letter No. 4343) on the 
1st October foliowit^ that the subsidiary lists of peasions should likewise he 
tested. The task devolved upon me, and in its executioB 1 have up to this 

date submitted the reports noted in the margin, 
diedoamg errors in the above lists affecting the 
public revenue to the extent of more than 
ih&mxnd rttpee#, the greater portion of which 
sum would, according to the lists, be perma¬ 
nently oUenated^ the estates or pensions being 
declared hereditary. This inquiry is in its very 
nature one of considerable difficulty and great 
anxiety, which various causes have combined to incrcaae, but which 1 have 
hitherto looked upon as merely those obstaclea which every oAicei' entrust¬ 
ed with a duty of importance must expect to meet with aud is expected to 
overcome. The opiniona expressed and the statements contained in the letter 
of the Honorable Mr. Warden cannot, however, be thus viewed, and I offer 
my respectful thauksi for the opportunity which has been afforded to me of 
submitting an explanation, which 1 have endeavoured to make a complete 
one, and which 1 catnesUy hope will meet wiIIl approval. 

1 have tlic honour to be, j(c. 

(Signed) T. A. Cowper, Cajitain, 

Assistant Inam CoarniissSone^ 


No. SSofl DceemlHr 1B5!?. 
90, Sfith Fobruarr 
103, SSth ditto dittos 
139, 16th Munch ditto. 
137 , IStta ditto ditto. 
16^ Sind Miy ditto. 
493, 19th October ditto. 
497, S3nd ditto ditto* 
499, 3&th ditto ditto. 
610^ lOtb Noveiobcr ditto. 


No. 278G. 

From G. J. Manson, Esq., 

Inam Commissionei', 

To A. Malbt, Esq., 

Chief Secretary to Government. 

DaUd Poona, 3rd jOecJeuiiw* 1853. 

SiK,—I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Utter No. 
4185 dated 27th September 1853^ giving cover to copy of one from the 
Honorable Mr. Warden, late Agent for Sirdars, dated the 9th idem, regarding 
the villages and Umuls in Nimarheld by Chiouiajee Vittui Poomndhuree; and, 
la nplyj beg to hand up a report m original by my Aeaistanh Captain Cowper, 
No. 535 dated the 30th November 1853. 
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2. I will briefly cell to mind the (kcfca of the cem under discoseioilf before 
noticing the Hopomble Mr. Warden^s letter. 

3. It am of the fundamental HvAw of the Hoaomble Mr. Elphinatone, 
approved and sanctioned by the Government of Indla^ that no Jegheer 
not actually enjoyed up to the war wha to be restored^ unleae apecially 
directed bo to be" Thti«, proof of actnal enjoyment was an ingredient 
nece^ai^ in every inveatigation into a Jagheer holdji^* If it were found that 
ft Jagheer had been resumed^ or was under attachment at the breaking out of 
the war; or if a Jaglieer had been usurped by an mvada^, and actual poieea* 
aion lost in that way; or if a Jagheer had been abandoncHl; or if fbr any 
other cause actual enjoyment did not exbt; thenj it “ was not to he restored 
unlesa specially directed so to be/' 

4. In Poorundhuree’s case the NImar holdings had been abandoned, and 
Die Government of India, after a full inquiry, sanctioned in 1822, as an act of 
grace, tlie restoration of these holdings for the lifetime of Vittul Muthar, 

5. He died in 1340, and his son asked for permisaion to succeed, but lib 
request wai deliberately negatived by the same high authority in 1841. 

(J* When Mr, Warden, lato Agent for Sirdars, revised the Surinjain lists in 
1344, he entered the Nimsr holdings, giving as a reason in the column of 
** Remarks" in wliicli Government expected of him to state in tlic clearest 
lusmiicr the data on which bis iiecomiineuilatioiiH in each case might be 
Ibiiiided, tliat these lioldings bad been retained hy Government ** by an 
oversight," 

7, Mr, Warder:! made no allusion to the decision of 184), and there la 
reason for believing that a fraud was practised on himhy the son, Chimnajee 
Vittul Poomndhuree, who had been informed of tire decision of 1841, but said 
nothing about it to Mr. Warden ; and also that the subordinates in the 
Agent's Office assisted in the deceit, 

3, Captain Cowper, AsBistiuit Inam Commiasioner, detected the error in 
the lists, and the result of hia report lias been that the Government of India 
have for a third time declared the grant to Vittul Mulhar a Itfo-graut only, 

El. But Mr. Warden was called upon for an explanation of the error, and 
I now proceed to notice the Honorable Mr. Warden's letter forwarded to me 
with your letter under ackrmwledgtuent, 

10. I, of course, placed this letter in the hands of Captain Cowper as quick- 
*ly as possible, feeling ezoeedingly anxious aboct the grave ImpqtaCions cast 
both upon him and upon Mr. Hart, my predecessor, that they had knowiogty 
withheld from the Government tnfermation not only aflecting the case of a 
dftimant, but affordii^ the best evidence in that claiiiuuit*e favour. 

IK It ia nearly nine weeke since I called for Captain Cowperis explana¬ 
tion, and 1 should have iiutlced the circumetanco fe Govemment long ago, 
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\vad 1 not been fully s^tloAed from my communicationB mth Captain Cowpor 
that the ohai:]geij were, in effect, wholly without foeodatton. 

12. The length of time during which Captain Cowper'e attention haa been 
necesaarily occupied, to the exdaeion of other boatoeaB^ in framing a complete 
report, ie tn itaetf an eril to be deprecated. In the preeeat case, however, 1 
have the aatisfaction of believing that Government will be as convinced as I 
am that the merits of the case have not been altered in the least by the 
Honorable Mr. Warden's letter. The case in 1853 is prMUffy the Eaiue as 
it stood in 1822 ; no new facts have been adduced in evidetiee. 

]3. But much matter has been introduced by the Honorable Mr. Warden 
which, 1 respectfully urge, has no proper bearing upon the case, and which, if left 
unrepltcd to, would have necessarily led to the belief that injustice had been 
unintentioimUy done to Poorundhuree by the Government oflndia^ Captain 
Cowper has, I submit, met each assertion fully and fairly, and shown in a con¬ 
clusive manner either that it is irrelevant to the point at issue, or also incor¬ 
rect in substance or otherwise inapplicable. 

14. With these remarks t beg to leave Captain Cowper’a clear and con- 
vincii^ report in the hands of Government, earnestly soliciting their careful 
attention to each paragraph, and particulaTly to the last. 

1 have the honour to be, ^c. 

(Signed) C. J. MANSON, 

, Inam Commistsioner. 


TS^o. 5519 OP 1853. 

PoLlTICAl. Depahtment. 

From A. Malet, Esq., 

Chief Secretary to Government, Bombay, 

To C. J, Mansom, Esq., 

In am Commissioner. 

- Ihied 22nd IhcmJber 1853. 

am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Council to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letters Noa. 2786 and 2787, both dated the 
3rd instant, relative to the case of Chimnajee Vittul Poorundhoree. 

2. In reply, [ am desired to inform you that your Assistant Captftiit 
Cowpejr'f letter, accompanying your communication No. 2786, is under con^' 
sideration, and in the meanwhile to request that you will itate, fbt the infor¬ 
mation of Government, the authority on which you state that if a Jagheer had 
been usurped by an invader and actual posHeasion lost in that ffay^ it was not 
to he restored, unless specialty directed so to be, 
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3, 1 am also desired to request that you stale tlie reason” yon have 

for beltsvjng that the subordinates m the Agent's Office assisted in a fraud 
practised on the late Agent by the son of Vittol Mulhar Poorandhtiree, and 
that you will specify the exact nature of the fraud and the overt acts of it 
wjbich liave come to your knowledge^ 

I have the honour to be, 

(Signed) A. Malet, 

Chief Secretary to Government. 

'T^nd Dtcemher 1853^ 


No, 2860. 

From C. J, Manbok, Esq,, 

loam Commissioner, 

To A. Malkt, Esq,, 

Chief Secretaty to GrovernmeLit, Bombay» 

IkUed Pooftttf 27th December 1853 . 

Sib, —I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 
5619 dated 22nd December 1853, requesting me to submit the following infor¬ 
mation in connection with my report No. 2786 of the 3rd instant 

—To state the aiithority on which I reported that at the conquest of 
the Deccan “ if a Jagliccr had been usurped by an invader and actual pos¬ 
session lost in that way, it was not to be restored, unless Bpecially directed so 
to be.” 

4 

2nd .—To state the reason I have for believing that tiie subordinates In 
the Agent's Otfice assisted in a fraud practised on the late Agant by tlie son 
of Vittul Mtilhar Poomndhuree, and to specify the exact nature of the fraud, 
and the overt acts of it which have come to my knowledge, 

2, With regard to the first point, T beg to explain that the authority on 
which 1 afforded the above illustration was that of Mr. Elphinstonc's own Rule, 
to which there were no txc^ptions; therefore, the illustration of nn usurped 
Jagheei cannot be considered aa excluded from, but, on the contrary, as fait-' 
ing clearly within its terras. The Buie appears to me most expliciC 

** No Jagheer not actually enjoyed op to the war (was) to be restored, 
unless specially directed so to be " 

The Collectors were to inquire whether the Jogbeer was "in force.'* 

3. The Hitle as it originally stood when applied to Inaius, and before it 
was made applicable to Jagheers, was, if possible, plainer still,— 
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Nd right Co poaeeeaion a ever intend^] to be recognised that was not 
in force at the breoJiing ont of the pre&snt nar/' 

The word “ '* seema to imp[y that the qncBtion of whether or not 

mere right to possession should be n sudicient title egninet the Britiah Govem- 
tnent had been fully deliberated upon by Mr. Elpliinstone^ and the Rule 
promulgated accordii^ly, 

4. But ae, perhape, the best proof of the intention of the framer of a Rule 
IS that which ia afforded by an example of the manner in which the framer 
puts hia own Rule into torce^ I beg to refer Government to j^r^raph 1^0 of 
Captain Cowper's reporti which gives an exaTupb of Sindia ueurjung the 
Wamofce Jagheerdar's authority lit tlic viJIage of Jowkerrehj and retaiiiJjig 
pOBASfision of the village in defiance of tlie Peahwa'a orders. Mr. Elphinstonc 
was made acquainted with the &ctB| but instead of restoring" tlie village to 
the Jagheeidar who had right to possession/'^ but had not been able to keep 
it, he left the village with Sindia. 

C. I trust that the above explanation will satisfy Government that 1 
placed a corrccl intoqiratotion on Mr. Elphinstone'e Rule. 

6. I now come to the fraud which seems to me to have been praclit^ both 
by Cfaimnajee Vittul Poorundhuree and by the Agent's establishment. 

7. Poonindhurec was supposed by the Ageut, Mr, Warden, to have stated 
Ilia whole coh (paragraph 40 of the Honorable Mr. Warden's letter); but that 
he did not do so has been jxjlnted <nit: In the l4Gth paragraph of Captain 
Cowper’s report in the following woids:— 

Puorundhui'cc certainly produced his Stiiiuda, but laiLed, apparently, to 
represent hia ^ whole cose'^ for in his atotement of the 28th ^uly 
which was presented to the Agent, Mr. Warden^ und whioli U now before 
me, not the slightest ulluaiou was made to the decisiou passed by llic 
Supremo Government m 1841, and wliicli hod been communicated to him 
(Poorundhuree) in the Agent's (Mr* MiUs) letter of the 14th October 1841, 
Tfo. 8511; neither did the Sumids which Poorundhurce produced bcfbie 
Mr. Warden contain that; under which the NJniur villages had been contt*- 
, nued to bis lather, under the special provision that they would be resumed 
at hia (the father's) death.*' 

8. That this suppression by Poorundhuree of the ficU afTecting the 
restontion of the Nimar villages^^for thdr date of groat had never been called 
in question, and had been all along admitted—was connived at by the Agent's 
establishment there seeme to me raason for bellevingi'^ 

lit,"-^Because the head clerk in the Agent's Engliih Office,Anniaba, "who 
(to use Mr« Warden'e own words) had assisted iu the preparation of every 
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lifclor kind uf MLieuajUon from the time of Mr* Blphinstoncj Kod who 
hai a most wonderful meinory^^ (paragraph 79 ofCaptaiti Cowp«r*a report) 
failed Co lay the real atate of Che Poonmdhuree's case before his superior, 
who, after he had finished ihe lists, had sent them to the bead clerk," with 
direcCiott^ to revise them and point out any errors that might oceur/* 

2n(i. —Because, even suppof^ing the head clerk to have forgotten tlic dis¬ 
cussions wlitcli were placed on record In 1B22, and the subsequent issue 
of the Suijud to Poomiidliuree whlcli was also recorded, it does not seem 
]xtssibk that he could have thus overlooked the revival of those discuosions 
which iuul token place scarcely twenty mouths previous to the cuJl made 
upon Poorundhui-ec by Mr, Waiden, and which were then on record in the 
office of which he (Amiiaba) was-the head and responsible dork* 

Urvf .—Because tlie derkti in the Ageufs Muratlicc Office must have al¬ 
lowed the statcinoni made hy Poomndhuree on the 28th July 1843 to b« 
i^ndcLcd Lo Mr, ’VVaiden^ without bringing to hie notice the letter which 
Mr, Millii hud writteii to Poorimdhurec on tJie ]4tli October 184L 


9, The above uit: the gmunds upon which 1 expressed an opiiilou that the 
Agent's subordinates trmst Jiavc uasisted in the suppression by Poorundhuree 
of tlial which it was the most necessary to place before tlic Agent, and by which 
means t coiisidci' the fraud on the public revenue to have been BUCCCsafUtly 
l^rpelrated* To tjupposc that all this could have arisen through overs^ht 
or neglect is to »jU[ipoiie aiitule of Inefficiency which 1. caunot believe to have 
existed, and in the case of the head clerk it seems certain that it did not. 

to. WLiiLe, however, the above were tlio ouLy facts having specihe refer*- 
dice to Poorundhuree's case, 1 could not, in fomamg an 0 [)imon, ignore the 
existence of othera materially adecting the Agent's establiHlicucnt* 1 was not 
reporting upon the only cose of tlie kind which liad come to my knowledge^ 
but I had juQt before brought to the notice of Oovernment certain raises the 
leatuTcs of which seemed much more i>bjeetJonahle, uiid on a deliberate review 
of the whole of these circumstances I felt that 1 could express no other opi¬ 
nion than the one 1 did. Captain Cowper had, in the 81st paragraph of hia 
ie[>ort (below tranHcrihed), arrived at a simitar conclusion, in which I entirely 
agreed with him 
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Was this the only case 


Nf>, 327, i?l>t 3epiemb«r ld£i2, 
163, 2nd Muy IR&I. 

493. IWi October 1853. 

310. lOtb Novtinbet 1833. 

Tbue r^rta wen iubmUtod 
with the uuua Commtinoner^e 
lettore— 

No, 1103, SSSnd Beptemha 1852, 
1991, SOth Umj 1853* 

2645, lihb Octobet 1353, 
2722, 12tfa Noretaher 1853. 
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in which $uch things had occurred, 1 should 
hesitate to express the unfavourable opinion 
which I have done; but the very reverse is 
the &ct; 1 have lately anbmitted the reports 
specified in the margin on coses in which 
there seems every reason to believe that er- 
ton of a much graver nature have been com^ 
nutted, and I would ^icit a perusal of 
these letters, especially of that last enume- 
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rated, which tJje Jl^jiiorablc Court and tJji; (jovi^miDcrit to huve 

piu^»e<l a deciisioii regiudinfr tlie Deccan poilion of thU ver^ Surit^am 
(Ghtmnajce Vittul Poorundhuree^H) on inrormation £tiil mure itLCOL'rect than 
that which is now under di&cuaslon/^ 

1 L Nu other nets of the Ajveiifa estabJiiahmetit liave come to my know- 
k(]ge in connection with thiii siiLijcet. 

] Imve the honour to he, &c. 

(Si{];ned) C, J, Mawson, 

Inam ConnniziEftonen 

P* S.—1 to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. fjG2l dated 23rd 
Jtuiant, which has only been dcPivci-cd lierc to-day. I do not tlniik it worth 
while delaying my [ire^ent letter in order to furnish the additional mliirmation 
called for, which ehaJl be done on my arrival at Sattara, vrliilliei my leconta 
have been sent. 

(Signed) C, J. Manson, 

liinm Commitsioncj. 


No. ofj(j or 


Protn Captain T. A. Gowrrw^ 

Ai^slsLint liiain Cormlds^^ione^, 

To (*. J. MANSON^Esq., 

Inum Cuminiiisioricr. 

3l,v( I Hf>3, 

Sir,—-I have thia day become acquainted witli a import made to Guvem- 
meiit by the Honomble JIr» Warden when Agent (or Sirdari*, a portion of 
wliich bears ao mutermlly oii the queatiuii dii^enssed m llie 121st paruginph of 
my letter No. 53.'j of the 30tli ultimo, that 1 lose no time iu subinitiing it for 
your conaideTatioOj. for commmiicatiun to Goyerninctit, sliould you deem it 
adriaable. 

2. Kcferring to certain villages in Khojideish claimed in Timm by the 
Kuddum Paiiday family, the Agent, Mr. Warden, expressed the following 
opinion in the 12th pamgrapb of Jiia report No* 13H of the 26th July 1845 ;— 

'*12. Now it is distinctly stated by the Government in their tabular 
statement derived from the memorandum of tlie Dullurdar while the Poona 
Doftur was yet complete, that the Pesbwa issued an order in Fuelee 1226 
(A. n. 181Q for the resumption of Kopurlee and Tatmah, and that Kuuale 
was resumed by Trimbukjee Dcnglia iu Fusiee 1223 (a. o. 1813), and the 
petitiouere ascribe the resumption of the tliree to this Miniater, but deny 
that he had any order Ibr what he did; but it was in a. d. 1813 that this 
person * supplanted Mankeshwui ui hie master's councils' (Grant Dud), and 
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by 181 lie Iiad I>Gcome * t!ie chief director of the Peahwa’s councila, and 
appointed hid Miuister in tlie tranaaction ofaffairB with tlic British Go*' 
vernment^ (Grant Duff); and It is idlei therefore^ to draw diatinctiotiH 
between the acta of such a Minister of such a GoTernment and the acts of 
tite PesLwa himseir, who personally took little or no part at tliis time in 
tlic details i^f adimiiiritiation.^' 

3, It will be seen that tlii^t opinion^ which the Honorable Mr. Wmiden 
expressed hx 184^3, agrees exactly with that lately submitted by me in the 
concluding portion of pai'agraph 121 of myrejxjrt of the 30tb November 
lrt53| No. 535, below quoted ;— 

** That the c/uirta>lifr of the Agents of the Peshwa by whom resumplions 
w'cn^ ordered or carried into eflPcct docs not ufq^car to liavc bccri considered 
by Mr^ Klphiiistone aa affccttngtlie validity of resumptions, a very large pro¬ 
portion of which, during the reign of tlie Inst Pealiwa, were made not under 
liig lEuoV) own Siiiuul, hut under the oixlers of big Agent, of W'hom 

'J^ iiTibiik jee Deiiglia uurs one of tin; most ti usted, although one of the most 
ijiisrriipukius.** 

1 have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed') T. A. Cowpbr, Captain, 

Assistant Inam Ch^mmissioner. 


No. 2833. 

PotmCAL DEPAniHE^TT. 

From C. J. Man son, Esq., 

Inam Commissioner, 

To A. Mallt, Knq., 

(!^hjef Secretary to Gavemmenf. 

Da,Ud Mtmo&r, Qtk Jan^ry 1854, 

SiRf-^l have the liuiiour to submit an original letter, No. 56G dated 3Iit 
December 1853, from my Assistant, Captain Cowper, affording further inform 
mation in connection with paragraph 121 of his letter, No. 535 of the 
30th November 1853, on the ease of Chiennajee Vittul Poonmdharee, 

2, Captain Cowper requests that 1 will submit his letter to Government, 
should 1 deem It advisable \ and although, in my humble judgment, the parti¬ 
cular poiut noticed In this letter which was raised by the Honorable Mr. 
Warden, and replied to by Captain Cowper, is irrelevant to the question aa to 
whether or not a right decision ha» htut^ come to in the case of the above- 
named Sirdar, yet as in Ills advocacy of Poorundhuiee^e claiina the Honorable 
Mr. Waited has given an opinion which in directly opposed to one aubmitted 
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by him whpn iVgent lor SJrdarfjj (hia muBt streiigthen Captain CowjierV 
position, andj therefore, 1 determine on forwarding hi» letter. 

3« In the of Kuddum Banday, the Honorable Mr. Wartlen gave hi^ 
opinion that it would be idle to draw dietinctiona between the acta of Trim- 
bukjee Dengtia^ the Peshwa'a Minister, after a. d. 1815, and the acCH of the 
Peahwa himself; and it would seem that the Government of 1845, in review¬ 
ing the coincided in that opinion 

^* 2. The ITonorable the Governor in Coimctl thinks that Mr* 
letter contains a very fair exposition nf this and justihes tlie decision 

cotnc to by Government in 1827, whicti limited the enjoyment by the Dan- 
day family of the three villages of Ko<purlee, Tannah, and Runali'^, to a life- 
tenure, 

** 3, Any doubt which could have remained would be removed by Mr. 
^V'arden'J^ postscript, which furnished copies and translates nf the Pesliwa's 
orders resuming these villages in the years 1813 and 18IG-” (Government 
letter to the Collector of Khandeish, Pfo. 4024 dated 15Ui August 184G.) 

4. The expression any doubt wliich coidrl have remained^' apparently 
shows that the Government of 1845 considered that some doubt might have 
remained on this point,—vii. whether Trimhukjee'a acta should be viewed as 
those of the Peshwa; hut T think, from the decisive wording of paragraph 3 
of the Government letter, it is a fjueation whether, if Mr. Warden had not 
afterwards discovered the Peshwa^s oidcre, as stated in his postscript, llie 
Government would have hesitated to act on that gentlemaii*» opinion as set 
forth in the body of his letter. 

5r The above remarks and accompanying letter might satisfy Government 
that now to speak of Poorundhurec os the victim of Trimbukjee Denglia, 
the Minister whose hands were stained by the blood of an ambansador 
to his maater*B court,” is to apply a fact which should weigh no more in 
Poonindhuree's favour than it did in that of Kuddum Banday in 1845. 

6. Should Government, however, have determined on reconsidering their 
former proceedings tn (his case, 1 venture to submit that the case of Kuddum 
Banday should be referred to, os some discussions^ on the above point may 
have been placed on the Government records which were not of course com¬ 
municated to the Oollector of KhandcUh, and the views of the Goverament of 
1845 might thus be fully ascertained. 

.1 have the hotmiur to be, &c. 

(Signed) C. J* Manson, 

Tnam Commissioner, 
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No* 623 OF 1854. 


PoUTlCAl- DbFAOTMEJTT, 

From Captain T. A, Cowpxn, 

loam Cotnmmtonerf 

To IL lj* Andbasom, f 

Secretary to Government, Bombay^ 

Dated Potma, 1th Otteiber 1854. 

Sift,-—With reference to the previoua reports of mine which are emimerateil 

in the margin, 1 have the honour to for 

the consideration of Government the following 
trani^cript of one dated the 30th July 1844, from 
the Agent for Sirdars, Mr* Warden, on a clftim 
prefen^d by Rughoonath Hao Nimbajee to hold 
in Inam certain UmuLs of tlie village of Raja- 
poor, in the Dlndoree Purguna of the Naasick 
Sub~Co1Iectorate, and which claim the Agent 
pronounced triadmi^ibte “ on the principles which regulated the settlement of 
the Deccan” (f* c* nau-’po^e^ion at the breaking out of the war with the 
Peshwa) 

“ The records of the Poona Duftur show that in A* u. 1802 the village of 
Rajftpoor, Purguna Dindorcc, with the exception of Surdeshmookee and 
Mokassa, was granted to petitioner's father as Sarinjam; that in a. i>. 1809 
the Surdeshmookec and Mckassa, ae well fte the B&btee of the vUlage, were 
granted to petitioner's father as Inam by the Punt Prithee Nidhce of 
Kurrar; that in 1813 the Mohassa was in the hands of the Government; and 
that on the acecaaion of tJie British Government petitioner's father acknow¬ 
ledged tliat the three items of revenue mentioned had not been in his pos¬ 
session for five years, and, consequently, on the principles which regulated 
the settlement of the Deccan, that he had no right to them* 

Moreover, lie only held them as Inam of the Prithee Nidhee, whose 
own tenure was no more than Suiinjam, and who, consequently, was not 
authorised to alienate them as Inam.” 

I have the honour to be, 

(Signed) T* A. Cowpbr, Captain, 

Inam Commissioner. 


to 2 ^ of Cnptflin 
Cowpe)-*fl rcfiori Na. of the 
ISth JjiTiuiiiy 1H54, liiibinlttril by 
the Iniim CommigaioncT nn the 
3arl KcbTbiflTy Ibib-t, No. 

PHrocmiilii l](i to 11^0 of 4 ]itto 
rllito Nd. 5-15 of the ^Otli \r»- 
vember fiiilunittriL by the 

I RAID CftniTiiiqsiiinier on th^i 3rd 
Penmber 1^63, No. 37^- 
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No. 2585 OF 185G. 

Political DfiPARt»ENT. 

From n. Ij. Anderson, Esq,, 

Secret&ry to Governmentj Bombay^ 

To Captain T, A. Cowfbr, 

Special CommiEsionar In charge Alienation Department. 

J}ated 20/A JHay 1856. 

Sir,—R eferring to Mr.ManEon's report, No. 2860 dated the 27th Decemlter 
1853, upon the Surinjam of Cbimnajee Vittul Poorundharee, t am directed 
by the night Honorable the Governor in Connell to enclo^je for your informa¬ 
tion copy of a resolution passjed thereon by Government under date the 9th 
instant. 

! have the honour to be, 

(Signed) H. L. Anderson, 

Secretary to Government, 

Somba^ Castl^f 20/A Afny 1350. 


Resolution Ay the Baardf dated t/ie 9/A ]85(J. 

Resolved, —A considerable part of this very diffuBe correspondence J^i 
occupied ivith a discussion of whether the Inam Commissioner kept Inick from 
tJie notice of Government some papers received from the Nimar authorities. 
It will save time if the Right Honorable the Governor in Council at once 
states that ho entirely acquits the Inam Commission of any such intention. 
When Mr, Hart and Captain Cowper wrote and submitted their reports they 
had not received the papers. Almost immediafely after the papers had 
been received, Mr+ Hart proceeded to England, and was suircccdcd by Mr* 
Manson. Eventuitlly the papers were placed at tiie disposal of Mr. Warden, 
who was instituting eomc inqnitics at Poona relative to the question at ipsue. 

2. The question relates to some poasesstona claimed by the Poorundhuree 
family in Nimar, consisting of the two villages Chugaum and Nugaum, 
and the Mokass; Umul of live other villages. Tbeae possessions were after 
some inquiry and discussion granted in 1823, by a Suuud from tlie Governor 
General, to Vittulrao Muthar Poorundhuree for life. He died in 1840, and 
the poaseasions in Nimar were resumed. An appeal was made by Chinmajiee, 
the Bon of Vitlulrao, which was referred to the Government of India, but in 
August 1841 it was announced that the grant was limited to the life of 
Vittnlrao. 

,3. In 1842 iustniettons were received from the Honorable Court for the 
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revisiun of the Surmjam Ibts, lu 1B44 Mr. Warden eubniitted clasiii£ed 
litiiA -f m these it was stated with respect to the Nimar possesfliona^-^" By an 
oversight^ this portion of the Surinjam was retained by Government when the 
lemainder was restored to the present incumbenL*^ Mr^ Brown, who nvised 
Mr. WHtden's lists, left the above entry intact In neither of the JisCs of these 
gentlemen was any allusion made to the decision of 1823, nor to the discus¬ 
sion which occurred on the death of Vittulrao, nor to the decision of tho 
Supreme Govemment ia 1S4I. 

4. The revised Siirinjam lists were sanctioned genemUy by the Ifonomble 
Court in I84y, and in 1850 the Govemment of India restore^l tJie villages to 
Chimnajcc Vittul Poorundhuree with arrears of revenue^ 

5, It will thus be seen that the entry in the revised lists was e^neous, 
and that what was stated to have been “ retained by an oversight'" was really 
rcliuned aflcr full and ample discussion,—after decision, reconsideration, and 
liiial oidm. 

(i* These facts are now admitted by Mr. Waidcn, to whose notice the 
previous correspondence had never been bmught. But that gentleman, while 
fonceding tfie^erruiieousness of the specific entry, has at great length aigued 
iliELt the villages shoulcJ be, nevertheless, continued, or rather restored-—for they 
have been uguiu resumed—to llie Poomndhuree, upon tlie merits of the case, 

7. The villages vvcit; gi'unted by the Supreme Gavemmant, under a Suniid 
to V’'ittulrao,ybr Uft. But it would appear to be conceded by the Inam Com." 
nitssicui that, did no paiiicular objection exist, the possessions woutd,under the 
Bilks of 1842, be 1 ‘egaixled as hereditary; just as by the same Rules the 
Deccan Surinjam of the same family was declared to be hereditary. 

8. The objection advanced by the Inam Commissioner, Captain Cowper, 
which in iiis opiiiieii renders a distinction necessary between tlie Nimar and 
ihe Deccan Surinjam, h that the former attlie breaking out of ilie war wa!j not 
in the ]>cjs±icssion of the Poorundhmee ;“Mr, Worden, on the other hand, 
conlcjidii that it was in the |^ssession oi' the family. 

P, Tlie ease, then, on whicfi so much discussion has arisen, and which 
has been uigued on both sides witli great ability, is thus narrowed into a single 
question,—was the Foorundhuree In possession of tJie Nimar Surinjam at 
the breaking out of the war ? 

] 0. The Bight Honorable die Governor in Council, after full consideration, 
is of opinion that Ihe present is a peculiar case* The interruption in the Poo- 
nmdhuree"s possession was not the result of a resumption by the Peshwa, or 
of the usurpation of any other Chief, but it was occasioned by a d^erdon of 
the villages by their inhabitants, in consequence of Pindaree ravagee. 
The Poonindhuree, under such drctitustances, would uatur&Uy find it impose 
sible to collect any revenue, but his proprietory rights would remain intact. 



1^0 


AFPKNmX JJ* 


IL Tlie Government of India in 1^122 alJuded to tlie feet of non-possieii' 
aion at the tireaking out of the war^ but haviug in 1860 restored the villages 
to the Foormidhuree^ itininit be concluded that the views previously expiressed 
were no longer thought worthy of being urged. 

12. The Right Honorable the Governor in Council therefore, ofopintoii 
that the case should now be left for the liual decision of the Honorable the 
Court of Directors, with an intimation that this Oovemment is of opioian that 
the villages should be restored to the ^oon4lldlml^‘C as herodiUiry in the full¬ 
est sense of the word, 

m Mt»j 1860. 

^ (True eo[iy) 

(Signed) H. L. Anubrso?!, 

Secretary to GovertimeuL 


Wo, 367 ur 186n, 


E^OLtTlCAL I2£^AnT^IB^T■ 


From Captain T, A. Cowi^ek, 

OlHciating S|}ectal Cointiiijsioiiei', 


To 11. L. ANDERBorfi lisq,, 

Secrettaiy to Gpveriiracnt, Bombay, 


Datud Dimiha^f Jane 1866. 

Sia,'—1 have the honour to submitt for the cDushleratLOU of Government, 
the apparent necessity of modifying paragraph 11 of their Resolution regarding 
the Niiiini' Siirmjnm of Chimnajec Vittul Pofinindhtm!^, a copy of which 
uccoTnpanied your letter to my oddreas No. 2685 of the 20th May last 

2. In that paragra[>h Govominent have leccirdixl their opinion that the 
Govemnieut of India, when in 1850 they restored the Nlmar viliuges, must be 
concluded to have thought the views tlmy had previously expressed repaiding 
them " no longer worthy of being ui^ged." 

3. But it will, 1 think, be found that the Goverument of India restored the 
villages in 1H50 without in the slightest degree abandoning their original 
views, and that they three years alfterwarda, when informed hgw the Honor¬ 
able Courtis order» for the restoration had been obtoined, not only forthwith 
cancelled their order of 1860, but expressly declared the villages to have been 
in the first instance properly resumed." 

4. The Nimar vUlagea were m 1B32 continued to Vittul Mulhar Poorun- 

dhuree by a Sttnud from the Govenuatmt of India providing for 

their resumption at hii death. 
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5, Tbia Sunud was iaEued after several years' tuqufry and deliberation, at 
the close of which the Goveminent of India held it clearly proven that VittuI 
Malhar was not in actual posaeaeion of the villages at the introdn^tion of 
British rule, when they were found deserted, he haviag abapdoned them Borne 
yoafs previously. 

6* In 1840 Vittut MuLhar died, and the villages were resumed; when his 
son, CKimtiajee VittuI, preferred a claim, which was eubmiUed to the Govern¬ 
ment of India, and by tliem rejected on the grounds (described in paragmpli 
at first assigned for limiting continuance to the father's lifetime* 

7, All this pasEiGd through the office of the Agent for Sirdars, in wliich, in 
the SuHnjam lists of 1843, the Niinar villages were entered as to be restored, 
having been resumed by an " oversiglit/' Tfiis was the whole of (iiA\'plana‘ 
tion afforded; e very portion of the past transactit^ns was suppressed. 

S. The next Agent, Mr. Brown, revised in 1847 the lists of IS43, mid 
failed to correct this error, though he added to it a statement regarding Sunuds 
lending still further to mislead* 

y. On the fftneral sanction of the Honorable Court of Directors being ac" 

; corded to the revised lists, the GovcrinAcnt of India were simply requested to 
restore the villagce in itceordaHcc witli the lIortQi'ohle Court's oitloj'Sf and this 
was done. 

to. In 1853 the Tnam Commissioner exposed die utter erroncousness of 
the entry in the Agent's lists, and the Government of Bombay on ilie 23111 
June 1853 brought tlie facts to tlic notice of the Government of India, with 
a recommendation iJiat the villages should bo at ouco resinned. 

11* The (Sovoriimont of India on the 22nd July 1853 replied, through 
their Foreign Secretary, as follows :— 

As the recommendation of the Government of Bombay, wtiicli was 
generally approved by the Court of Directors, and which under that approval 
led the Government of India in 1850 to restore the Nimar villages that had 
been resumed—and properly resumed—after full consideration by the Go¬ 
vernment of India in 1840-43, was founded upon a mistaken statement of 
the facts of tho cose, his Lordship in Council agrees with the Government of 
Bombay in thinking that tlie error should be at once corrected by the recall of 
^ the order of I860, and the immediate recovery of the villages in question/' 

12* It was after the receipt and promu^athn of these orders that Mr* 
'\yarden, the Agent who had prepai^ the lists of 1843, submitted a letter in 
reply to a call which had been made on him for explanation. The fblJowtng 
is the only portion of hia letter <to the Chief Secreitary to Government, dated 
‘the 9th September 1853) whichdtis necessary here to notice:^ 

r r 

“And I state my opinion, res^xsctfully but'unreservedly, that to resume 
If) n 
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iJifise TjilafTC!^ without a reference to Eng[an(l is at once to disobey tfio 

Jioinc niithoriUcs, and violate public ^th witLi the soil of a poor and loyal 

Hubjoct/" 

13. 1 now Icam that Governmeiit have recommended the reversal of the 
fiitler of the fJovcrnmeiit of India, and in doin^ so liavo^ in paragraph 11 of 
iheir resolIition, recorded the opinion which 1 have desciibed in my 2nd 
paingrajih* 

14. That there has been some mfsapprehenston seems to me so evident 

that 1 have not licsttatod to submit the necessity of I’econsidei ing tiic ease, 
which, tnoiTCOVcr, I Iwlicve to be one in wldcli it is ospocially necessary to upbuld 
tbc orders already passKl, provit^^d they cannot be questione<l on the score of 
mutciinl ciTor. 1 mean to say that i conceive it to lie in tlie last degree 
fmdeslrable that an order of the Governor General of India three times iter- 
atc<h^iii in 1840, and in and on the last occasion with an 

cmpliiitic <?ocTaratiou ofthe correctness of tlie two previous decisions, shonld 
be anniillcd nUer it has been stigmatised fmblicly as a violation of “ pidilic 
fiiitii'' by an officer, the error of whojsc previous slatement of tbe case, commit- 
toil when he was Agent for Sirdai's, lie was then endeavouring to uphold by 
the weight of bis rccendy acquired authority na a member of tbe Government 
of Bombay. 

Ifj, A secondary objection to snc!i annulment is, T tlibik, to be found in 
its probable efi'ect a pun the people, wbo are aware of tlic whole of the protn^ed- 
ings hitherto, hat will assuredly, ns it appears to me, never be able to utnler- 
stuiid bow tbc In am Commission pr"s inquiry, the evpimctioii fi'om Clio Suriri’- 
jam lists, and tbc rcsum[itiou by the Govemment of India which took place In 
can, will tout the discovery of a singlo ticw fact, admit of I hereditary 
continuance In 1850. 

Jfi. A third anti very strong objection remains,—the anppresaion (sec Tnam 
Coimnissloner's letter to Government No* 28G0 dated tlic 27th December )853, 
}9ai-agniph 7) by tlic claimant liimself, botii In bis written and in liis oral state¬ 
ment of his case to die Agent in 1843, of tlieonily facta which were material to it. 
lie tailed, when laying his case before Mr* Wai^en, to make any mention of 
bis ft]>p1tcutlon, and ite decisive rejection only a few months previously, and he 
vtithlicld, vfhtm producing what he cidled ” all his Snnuds,^* the only one 
which could c;tplain liow the case really stootb—the Sunnd of 1822 from the 
Government of India expressly declaring the villages granted for life only. All 
this acquires, I llilnkj additioDaZ force from the tact of Government having but 
lately enunciated trcsoUition passed in the Revenue Department on the flth 
September 1833, No. ri281, jmragraphs 32 to 34), with the conciifreucc of the 
Goveinuicnt of India and of the Honorable Court of DiitcLorE, that miii- 
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representation or sujipree^ion on llie part of a claimant will, on detection, be 
invariably followed by tlie recall of any favour conceded iti consecjueiice of 
8uch misrepresentation or suppression ; and of their having enforced the 
principle in eeveral eases ofimportance, the latest being; one in wliich Hik High¬ 
ness Uolkar^s agents Imve been found to have rasortcil to these objection¬ 
able means, (ttcsulutioii [lusscd in tlie l^evctitlC Uepartment on the 14th 
May ISGbO 

I have the lionour to be, kc. 

(Signed) T. A, Cowi*eh, Cnplain, 

oihciating Special Comnnasiouer* 


No. 3040 OF mo. 

Political D£i>AnTM£7ft, 

m 

From 11+ Ij. Andecison, Ksq*, 

Sccretaiy to (Sovemmentj Bombay, 

To Captain T, A, Cowpeh, 

Special Commlssigncrin charge Alienation Department. 

jyetlcd 1 Gth Jui^ 1 W'jG. 

Sill,—I am directed by the llight Honorable tlie Governor in Council to 
acknowledge tlie reccijit of your letter No. 31)7 dated the 2Gth ultimo, rcla-^ 
tive to the Niinar portion of the Surinjam entered in the revised lists of 1847 
os ^o. 11^ of Class in the name of Gbimnnjee Vittut Poorundhui'eep 

2. In rcjdy, I am desired to inform you that this case has been referred fur 
the final oi-ders of the Honorable the Court of Directors, and that the errone- 
ousnesfs of the original entry in the revised liaU has been admitted, and the 
case left fur the decision of that authority on its merits^ 

3. The Right Honorable the Governor in Council thinks, tliei'erore^ (hat 
it will only be neeessaiy lo forward a copy of tins letter by tlie next mail to 
the Honorable Court, in order that the ai'gumenls stated in it may meet with 
such consideration as they may be held to deaerve. 

1 bare the honour to be, Jee- 

(Signed) H. L. Anderhom, 

Secretary to Govertiment. 


JJombay Cattle, IGM Jul^ 1656. 
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No. 510 OP iS53. 

From Captain T, A. CowpiMt, 

Aesifitant Inam Commiaaioncr, 

To C* Jt Maksoit, Esq., 

Iimm CoromMoner. 

Dated Pocnet^ lOM 1&53, 

SiH,—I have tlio honour, under the instructions noted in the inar]^"i], to 

V 1 4 f f'r f ^ report on the Deccan portion of the Sulin- 

Siri-LSys U-uiT Nfi. 4175 entered in the name of Cliimnnjce Vittul Poomn- 

oftlitt?4tlLdliufoe as No, 10 of Class I, in the revised lists of 

Jiml Jiifiin I , 1 1 i-n 1 1 

Lt^Udr Nr>. L'Ul{>r tLm Int Surinjnms lorwaided to Govcnimcnt on me 2 GlLi 
B e™«.bcr f«tl...vi„K. OcUibci- 1847, by ll.e AgcMrt for Slrcio™. Mr. Urawii. 

2. On tlie 2HtU Felnnary last. No. 102, I rc]?oi'ted tliat the revised listn, 
apparently, not only failed to show, hnt completely misrepresented certain 
rrnjioi tant cu cum stances connected with the llindotistan portion of this Su* 
rinjnm ; and f then sCutcil (pam^j'njih 28) thj^t I left "the title under wliteli tlio 
Sni injam in tlic Deccan in held by Chimnajee Vittul PoorundliiirEe for inquiry, 
if reqnisiU', hereafter."' 

3. Of the ntj^ent necessity for such ftn inq^dry I have lately hceomc aware 
from an examination (see panij^aph lb of tins letter) of some of tlie records 
of the Peshwas" Government, wliich cleai ly show that although in the lists of 

m the revised lists of 1B47, and in a separate communication dated the 
21Hh Dcccmhor 1844 (sec paragraph 13 of tliis letter} finm tlie 7^gent for 
l^iidai’s, Mr. Warden, tlic whole Deccan Surhijam has hecn stated to have 
been granted prior to A. D. 1751, a large portion of it woa, in reality, not 
granted nor held until after tlmt period. 

4. The following extract from Mr. FJphinstonc's lists rcTel's to Uic w/toU 
of the Surinjam wbicli it was proposed to continue to Vittulrao Mulhar, 
and not to merely the Dcccftn portion, the detail of which is given in the 
next pantgrnjilu 
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I 
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5, The Dcctffirt portion of the above Sui-injaoij wbicb was shown in the 
regii^ter of restored jjersonal Surinjams tvliieh Mr* ElpliinsConc's successor^ 
Mi '4 Cha]T]in| foi warded to the Bombay Oovernment with a letter No, 123 
dated Uie 20tli October 1622, to Imva been restored to Vittulrao Mullmr 
Pooruiidliuree, com>i)»tcd of the following items t — 

I^ocaa Coliectoraie, 

The yilloge of llurnce, Turnf Neerthoree, Pratit Poona, 
exclusive of Mokassa Ks, 324 

The Mokassa and Babtee Umuls of the viLiage of Tiddee, 

Turuf Sandus, P rant Poona.-** i 216 

'Die Mokassa Umulof lha village of Moondwab, Kurryat 

Sassoor..*. 78 

The Mokassa Umul of the village of Wuriolee, Turuf 
Nanay Mawul 77 4 0 

Tlie village of Fitnpulnair, Turuf Nighozj Front ioonere,, 1,733 8 0 
Tlie Mokassa, Babtee, Sabotra, and Nimehowtaiee Urauls 
of the village of Moortee, Purguna Soopa 


8 0 
0 0 
8 0 


441 12 0 
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Fifteen l>6f:^fl of land in tlie village of Wanowree, Tiimf 

]luvidlers ..*. i *»* i. ............Uu, 30 0 0 

Twenty ditto ditto in the village of Kurunjo, Turnf 

Necrtlnnec. PHp... It. >«...•* . i i..17 0 0 

Total in Poona.. 4 «11b. 2,f) 19 2 0 
JVjHjr^wr CoUectorate^ 

The Mokassa, Babtoc^ and StirdeulimooLce I/muk of 
tlic village of Cho^vratia Boodrook, Tatnf Nuggur 

Ilavailee ... 288 

The MokiisKaj Babtee^ and StiideKlnnookee UniuU of 
Petali Booi'hamiggur, Turuf Nuggur llavailee .... 587 

The village of \Vudcwl6, Purguna Shewgaam ........ 2,500 

The Mokaiisa Utnul of the village of Wa^reh, Parguna 
Akolay IID 

The Mokassa, Bahtee, and Salioti'd Umnla of the uialer- 
inentioned villagess in Puigutia Unilier;—■ 

Antcrvelly Tembe 475 

Muchmdra Chitichnlec>....................... 025 

Tlie Mgkassa Umul of tlie village of Pai^gaum, Purguna 

Wun . 200 

The MokaEiija Umul of the village of Tazoo, Purguiia 
Pai'gaam 60 

Total in Nuggar.... Hs. 4,826 
In StiUara, 

One^fomlh of a chahijor of land in tlie village of Bhooinj, 

Sumut Neemb, Prant Waee.. 75 0 0 

C, In 1834 lists of the Deccan Surinjams were prepared by the Deputy 
Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Warden, revised by the Agent, Mr. Marriott, and by 
the latter oiticer submitted to Government, with a letter, No. 26 dated the 
Gtli March. In th . Deputy Agent*& lists this holding was entered as No. 8, 
and in those of the Agent as No. 25, of Class L i; in all other respects the two 
lists agreed; A, o. 1741 was assigned as the date of original grant of the 
^uripjam, and its estimated real value was shown to be Rb. 7,491-13-6. 

7. In 1840 the Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Mill^, framed new lists of tlie 
Deccan SurinjamB, wliich were submitted to Government with his letter 
No. 258 of the 23rd October. In these liate this tintinjam was entered as 
No. 28 of Class I., the date of its original grant, and its estimated real value. 


9 6 

9 9 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
3 3 
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corresponding witli the entries tn the tists of 1834, and tlic column of 
" Rcmai'k!»^^ containing the following entry^ 

“ Vithilrao Mulhof Poormadhnree died in January 1840, and the estate 
hoji beoo continued to liia son, according to Che late Agent's Rules/' 

8, The principles upon which Mr. Mills had fmmed his lists were pro- 
noimccd hy the Ifonornhle Court of Dircctora to be erroneous ftnd at 
variance with tlicir intentions; they, consequently, in a deRputch, No. 17 of 
the 2f5tli Octohev 1843, cnimemted definite Tlnles, according to which they 
desired that ticw lists should be framed, and in the 3<kh parugraph of this 
desjmtch they tluia adverted to the Deccan Snrinjam, whicli had been cou- 
Liruied, at the death of Vittulrao Mulhar Poumndhurcc, to bis son Cluiiui^jeg 
Vittul 

The sixth and last case is that of ViUnlmo Mulhar PooniTnlhurcc, 
whose Surinjam of Ks^ 7|4{)l-3-37 you have ilctenniocd to coiitiiuie lor 
one more generation^ The originsLi gi ant of this estate being of tlic early 
date of 1741, it mu^^t, under the pnneiples laid down in the present dc- 
sjiatch, lie lirreditaryt and we direct that it he so considered/' 

0. The principb^s kid down by the lionorablc Court were,— 

I. (Parrtgi-apli 0 of Ilonoi-able Comtes Despatrh,)—That nil J!ighm>^ 
in Class I. of Mr. Mills' list, which bear dates anterior to be, ns 

Mr. KlpJiinstonc rccomincnds, * liercditary in the fnllcgt acii.se of the word/ 
together witli those of which the dates are unknown, but whicli are known 
to be ancient/’ 

IT. Ct^E^™^ph 10 of Honorable Court's In addition to 

these ancient Jogheerg, alJ tliose of more recent date, which w'cre granted 
in commutation for the resumption of more ancient possess ions (wliidi in 
known ti> have been the case with some) me ciititled in like manner to an 
hercflitiury tenure/’ 

III. (Paragmph 12 of Honorahle Court’s Despatch.)—“ That with re¬ 
gal'd to Siirinjam grants bcaHng date subsequent to ]7ol, rcsuirLptioii after 
u second generation fi'Oni Che conquest, making a pensionary proyis^ion 
equal to half the net pi'Oceeds of (he Suriiijaui lauds for (he generation 
next succeeding, should be the gcneial rule.” 

IV, (Paragraph 12 of Ilonorable Court’s Despatch.)—^'' Tliat ca^iw in 
wliich Mr, Elphlnstone may have recomnjcndcd n more extended provi¬ 
sion" should be sepai-ately and specially considered, as also any other 
cases deemed to tflquire Bueh consideration. 

10. TJie&c instructions were communientnd to the Agent for Sirdare, Mr. 
Warden, who was ordered to frame new lisbi in the CJiief h>cerctiiry’s letter 
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No. 994 of tlie 9th May 18.11, the 10th ptmigniph of which specially adverted 
to this Sunnjatu jq the foliowing terms 

" la regard to the 20th paragraph of the Honorable Court^a despatcli, 
I am directed to request that you will aacertain and report to Government 
wlicllicr tlic family of the late Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundliuree possess any 
documentary proofs of the estate' held by the deceased Jmvmg, as asserted 
by tlitm, been granted to his family in the year 174U” 

1L In the 4th paragraph of the same letter, the Chief Secretary specially 
pointed oat the necessity of carefully uscertainitig, in each casC| “ the date of 
tlie original grant, os ascertained from Sunuds or other docamente, either on 
tlic iccords of the Pooiia Dyftur or in the possession of the family to whom 
llio Surinjam was granted; tlio utmost care (the Chief Secretary added) 
bhmild be taken to guard against any fraud or deception on this point/’ * 

12, Nnw lists were accordingly framed and submitted to Government 
with Mr, Warden's letter^ No. 22G of the 29th December 1844. lu tliese 
lists the whole Deccan Sarinjam of Chimnajee Vittul Poorundliuree was, iis 
No. 29 of Class I., shown to have been granted in A, n, 1741, 

13, In tlic iyili paiagraph of his transmittoiy letter, Mr, Warden afforded 
the fullowrng exfdanation in regard to this Surinjam, including a portion 
claimed in llindoosfan t —' 

“In reply to your lost paragraph [sec paragraph 10 of tliis letter], I 
have tlic honour to state that the family of Vittulmo Mullmr PoorundJiureo 
has piMKluced tweuty-ona Sunuds or title-deeds, of whieli fiiurtcen rnjlate to 
his Surinjam in Poona and Ahmednuggur, and seven to his estate in Ifin- 
<lDostun, which last, I am informed, has been resumed, although granted by 
two Siiimds, dated one in a, d, 1739 and the other in A. 1744, and wliidi 
shoidd, therefore, be restored witli arreai'S. The Poona and Ahmednuggur 
possessions are secured by Simuds bearing dates from A. n. 1719 to A, D. 
17(18 ; of tliesc seven arc dated subsequently to A. D. 1751, but as all these 
refer to older giojite, and Mr. Elphinstunc declai'cs tlic estate to liavc 
existed seventy-eight years in 1819, which gives the yiiar a. d. 1741 as that 
of the original grant, as set down by me in the lists of 1334, I think no 
mistake cun lipve been made on tliis point.” 

14, ITie entry in Mr. Warden's lists of 1344 of Surinjams of the First 
Class™*!, ff, tliose granted before A. n, 1751—is below shown j the entry in list 
No. 5, referred to in the column of “ Remarks,” has not been extracted, as it 
bos no connection whatever with the Deccan portion of the Surinjaiu* 
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Reasons for maltjDg^ the 
Gnnt;^ an monluil Mr. 
£l|)lxl(ifltf]n« wliuit Jjols 
Commiasiotiut in lha 




Ilcrrditnry 
in tlio fuU- 
tut stijHG of 
tlic word. 


In tlie C1 jl 3« of Moot- 
siidcca^ No. 7 ,—Vit- 
tulrao Poorutidhurto. 
lie ia of the f^rcat 
rnm^y of Porirun- 
dhutKje. llo poor, 
and In debt, lie Jeft 
llie Puiilnva early in 
the wnr, and returned 
to his village of Moor- 
te rnooiLcIwah, h ut eoii- 
eejiled himself to 
avoid waiting oti me 
wIkii I passed Jt in 
April. To retain the 
wbole of bia jaghcer, 
ativirdiiig to Itiilc 
No. h'L Land; hcre- 
ditarj". 


Tl iia iftnriiijaTiidar pos^esiH^s many 
Siinndis by them it nppeBr4 
that tlie tenure of tlic Suriiijam 
is iiMteeedeut to Hsu nay Arboin 
(a, 17^^!)- 'IVniislationa of 

tliem arc eoulnined in Ap|ieiidix 
A to thia list. 

This Surinjamdnr possessed a Sii-' 
rinjam in Ilinilooatiin to the 
ainoiiiit of Its. 3p,0J:J. The 
Hengal nntlioritiea ahould. 1>e ad- 
dri'ssod, m order that thia Su- 
rinjam phoidd be restored. 

By an over si gilt, thisi portion of the 
iSurinjam was retained by Go- 
vemrnent when tlic remainder 
wais rt.'fltorftl to Che preseiit iu.. 
cumbentiii A. i>. l-Kdl). SunudM 
' and Clior Cluttees aio in Che 
! posseaslnn of Liii^ peraoii^ (See 
I No. 2 of SUitemeut No . 1 of List 
! No. V.) 
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It will l)c ficoii timt it ivas not until Mr, Warden^a liaU of 1844 were 
framed that it became of primary importance to ascertain witli ex:actne93 tlie 
date of f^rant of each of the items composing a Sarinjam ; and it will be 
observed tliiit the Oovcrnmcnt, in promulgating the orders of the Honorable 
Courtj especially pointed out (aec paragraph 11 of this letter) the necessity of 
eonsidtiiig tlie State records of tlic Veshwas* Governmpnt (the Poona Duftur) 
on this point. I can scarcely suppose such a reference to have been made in 
thiH case at all; but if the Peshwos' records were consulted by any qiinlifted 
jiersons, tlie infonnation which they aflbrdcd must, 1 apprehend, have been 
witlilield them from Mr. Warden, ua a portion of it lay on the very sur¬ 
face (sen paragraphs 18 and 10 of this letter), uiid must have, 1 tliink, at once 
attracted their observalioiij just as it has now done (i^cc paragraph 3 of tlii^ 
letter) that of my subordinates and of myself, 

17, Of the DcCcaii Suriivjnni, valued at Its. 3,983^3-6, and entered as 
granted helbre a, j>* I7f)l in Mr. Warden's lists of 1H44 and in the revised 
list of 1847, the undermentioned items, valued at Its. 1,391-8-1^, w'cie 
granted subsi‘^tcnt/^ to that year (ns siiown below) ns new r^rmtSf and not in 
commutation for or with reference to anytJiiug held previously :— 

Jtj. a, p. 

A. T>, 17&4-rkr> Tlic village of ITuruop, in the Pooun CollcctoTEitr, 

escliiflive of the Mokaasa. IJmuL.... 32 J 8 0 

„ ir5C-r>7 |Tlie lUbtec and S^hotm Umidfi of the vilUgo pf 

Mfwrtec, in the Pnnim Ciillprtnfflte. 208 1 ii 0 

H 175 7-^58 The Jaghcer Umid uf the villnge of Wuilewh^, in the 

Ahrneiluuggiir Colh^'torriU; ..,, ............. 731 10 7^ 

„ l7(iS-Cfi Tlifi Bahtec andSunlcshiiKwke Vmuls of dq. do.. JUy y fi 

Total value of griuits mode after a. d. 1751. . lid. lj3Ul 8 1^ 

IS. The first item sj^ccified in the last paragmph—tJio village of' Hurnee 
exclusive of the Moko-sfsa Umul—was granted by the Peshwa, whose Sunud is 
duly registered in the State records. 

19. The second item, coti sitting of the Bah tec and Sahotra Umub of tlie 
rillagn of Moortee, was granted by the Punt Suchew, but the exact date of 
grant I have not been able to ascertain. There h proof, however, that the 
grant hod not been made in a. n. L7(ifi*^7, as the State ledger for that year 
contains the registry of a Snnud issued by the Peshwa, and granting to 
Poorundhureo the at fKomaveesJ o£ theBC Umuis. This year has, 

therefore, been ossignetl as the date of grant, which, although it couUUsioi 
have been made before, may have taken place ia A. ir. 1750-57. 
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SO. The third item, the Jnghecr Umnl of Wudewle, was granted in a, d, 
1767-58 by Sindia, wEioee Sunud wa.fl produced before the Agcut^ Mr, War¬ 
den» in 1843, and is recorded lu a statement which was then made by the 
guriujamdar, who did not produce any docnment of an earlier date,—in fact, lie 
could not do so, tlua being the Sunud making the original grant as a new one, 
and not in commutation for or with reference to anything held previously, 

21, The fourth item, consisting of the Bnbtcc and Surdcshmookco UmuZs 
of Wudewle, was granted by the Pesliwa in a* d* 3705-66, by a Sunud 
registered in ilio State I'ecoi'ds, Thli^ Sunud also produced before Mr, 
’VViutlen in 1843, and the remarks made at the close of the lost parugraph 
apply efjunlly to this document, 

22. It appears to me that in this cose the person or persons in the Ageufs 
Oflice who were orujdoycd to render to their superiors the substance of the 
Murathce Suuudsand the Aluralhee statement of tlie Surinjnmdar, must have 
committed a deliberate fraud ■ for under no other supposition can I account 
for Mr, Warden having in formed (paragraph 23 of this letter) the Govern¬ 
ment that the Poona and Ahiactlnuggur possessions were securt^d by Siiiiuds 
bearing dates from A* o, 1719 to A, n. 1768, seven of these being dated 
subsequently to a. d, 1761, but lefening to older grants; the fact being that 
two of tlic doeunicLits (those speeiHed in ]>aragiaplis 29 and 21 of tliis lettrn) 
were Siimids dated subscrjiirntly to a, i>. 1761, making new grants, aud not 
rel'erring in any way to anything held jircviously, 

23, Jt vvonld seem, also, that a large portion of iho documents which the 
Surinjamdar produced in 1843 could not have been lihown to Mr. Warden at 
all; at least, f infer this from tlic fact of there being recorded in theSurinjam- 
darh statement more tlian four times the number (twenty-one) specified by 
the Agent. (See paragraph 13 of this letter.) 

24. When the lists were revised by Mr. Brown in 1847 the following 
remark was added to tlic entry previously made by Mr, Warden :— 

“ This Surlnjamdar possesses many Sunuds, and by tlicin it appears that 

the tenure of the Surinjam was antecedent to Bsuuay Arbain (a. d, 1741), 

Translations of them are contained in Appendix A to this list.” 

This certainly seems to me to imply Umt translatloiis of die Suuuds under 
which the whole Surinjazn w^os held were appended; but such was not the 
case—the only translations were those of Sunuds for the estate in Hindoostan, 
which was entered in the list 03 retained by an oversight^’’ when its resump¬ 
tion, on grounds which the Sunuds did not affect, had been declared hnal on 
a reconsideration of the case by the Government of India in 1841, and the 
deciMon Imd been communicated to tlie Agent, and recorded in both the Eng- 
Ibli and Murathce OSces; hut for the Deccan Surinjam, the tenure of wliiuh 



APPENDIX D 


1.3(5 

(tepended wliolly nw Sumftis, no translations were appended ; had they been 
futnibslicd^ thiit Aviuch I have now reported must have been at once detected, 
or, at any rate, could only have been concealed by false transIatioDs, 

25. Und^U' the circumgtanceg now reported, therefore, it appears that a 
porlJoii of this Deccan l^urlnjam, of the value of Its. 1,531-8-1}, should not, 
inidcr the Kules laid down by the Honorable Court of Directors, be held on 
hereditary tenure, bcinj^ rcsumalile after a second generation from the con¬ 
quest {t. <?. on the demise of the present incumbent\ a pensionary provision 
heing made fir the geiiciatioii next succeeding^ 

2(i* The aimve valuattnn 1 tuive tak^n from the revised lists, but it can¬ 
not lx* depended upon, uh 1 find that in regard to some of the items tho lists 
show the value assigned to the holding in the Peshwas" accounts, winch is of 
coni-se far in ex<'ess of its present value, while in other instances the present 
actual vuEue scjimst to be the tme assigned ; at least, 1 infer such to be the ease 
from ifs being less by nearly one-half than that iihown m the Pe^hwas^ records. 

1 liavc the honemr to he, &c. 

(?'lgncd) T. A, CowpEii, Captain, 

Assistant Innm Commissioner. 


iSo. 2732. 

PoLlTfnAL 

I'rom C, .1, Man'son, Esq., 

Jnnni ContmiHaioner, 

To A. Malet, Esip, 

Chief Secretiry to Government, Bombay, 

Dated Poonaf \2th ^ormnbrr 

Sin,—i have the honour to Aubiint a report (No, 510 dated lOtli Novem¬ 
ber 1853) by my Assistant, Captain Cowper, on the Deccan portion of the 
Siirinjam entered in the name of Cliimnajee Vittid Poorutvdhnrce as No, 19 of 
Class I, in the revised lists of Snrinjaiiis forwarded to Government on the 2Gth 
OctoliCT 1847 by tlm Agent for Sirdarji, Mr, Brown* 

2, Tills repe^ exposes what certainly looks like a most barefaced fraud 
practised upon Mr, Warden, late Agent for Sirdara, in regard to fixing tJm 
date of tbe onginal grant of the Snrinjam, by means of which fraud the public 
revenues have been declared liable for a larger amount and for a longer period 
than the Surinjam Kulca sanction* 

I have the honour to be, 

(Signed) C. J. Manson, * 

Inam Commissioner, 





i;i7 


No. '2iS4i} ov 

Political Dai^AttruitsT, 

From IL L. AnDJSH^iu.Nj 

fcjccretiiry to tlie Govoriimcut of Bombay, 

'J'o Ca[)taiiL T. A. Cow PER, . 

SpeciaL Cottimissiuner iu Alienution Departments 

Datcii 3fa^ 

Sin,—Uofcrring fo Mr. Maneon's letter, No. 2723 dated the I2tli Novem¬ 
ber 1863, witli etielosiire, relative to the Deccan portion of the Siirinjatu 
entered in tlie name of Chimiiajee Vittul Poorundliuree aei No. ]9 of 1. 
in the revised Sm'iiijam llstta of J847,1 am directed by tlie Iti^ht Honorable 
tJie (invernor in Council Ui enclose, for yonr information and guidance, cojiy 
tif a re^Kiliitioii passed thereon by Government under date the Qtli instant. 

1 liave the liunoni' to bo, &C.. 

(Signed) If. L. Ai^nEitfloBi, 

iffljw/tfiy Cif£st/e, 2ls^ JE/fly iHoG. Secretary to Government. 


the litiartlf (htleil the dth A/iry 186 G. 

d'hc <|iicstion relative to the Dcccan portion of the Surinjam of Chimiiajee 
Vittid Pcioruiidlini'oe depends on a point of fact. By the oi'ders of the 
ifonorabie Court, Suibijums granted before 1751 are declared to he hei'C- 
ilitary in ilie fullest sense of llie word. In Mr. Warden's and Mr. Brownes 
lists, tiic Deccan Surinjams of this family are stated to have been gi'anted in 
A. D. 1741, but Mr. Warden admitted that seven Simuds for various holdings 
were of a hiter date than a. n. 1751. Tic added, however, that all thci&e 
referred to otiicir grants. Cajitnin Cowjier opposes this Eiatenicnt fiy tlio 
assertion that four lioldings were acquired after 1751, and were not acquired 
in lieu i>r former poBEcsfiions. 

2. Tlic hoEdings to which Captain Covvper refers arc the following :— 

[.—The village of Jlnmce, in the Poona Collectorate, 
exclusive of the Mokaesa Umul, granted in a. j>* 

1754 *...Rh. 324 8 U 

II,-^The Babtcc and Sahotra Umuls of Moortce, la tlie 

Poona Collectorate, granted in a. d. l75f>-57.*. 208 12 0 

111.—The Hlagheer Dmul of Wndewle, in tlic Ahmcdnng- 

gur Collectoratc, granted in A. n. 1757-58 734 1(1 7^ 

*TV.—The Bahtee and Surdeshmookeo Umnls of Wu- 

dewll:, granted in A. D. 17fS5-(j6. 123 0 6 

]8d 
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No. 500 OF 18M. 

From Captain T. A. Copper, A^Bisiatit litatu ConimiEsiouer, 

Tty C. J. Inam Commissioner. 

DtUtd Poottfn, the 27th October 1853. 

ym,—-I hiive tke lionoiir^ under tlic instniotiiiuw iioit'd in the margin, lo 

PAtij^rarili 4 gf Gliicf Secrc- report ui>on ihc Sttriiijniu cntcri'od as No. fiO of 

Class I.* ill tliL' revirtod listri of Surimams 

2«li Septemher mid innim • -x. i . . r I r 

CginiBisiioaer^* lutier No. 1,S34, Buhmitted to (jov( iniiimt hy the for 

oftljc Isi Pcn;niWfolJgivbg, Sii'daiH^ Air, Hiiiivji, on thi" October lH47i 

2* Tlic result of ihc eaiUost inquiry rr'^ariling tins Suiinjrnu uas recoivied 
by Mr. filpliinstoncV Seoiv-lary, Mr. MeDoimelb an extract fiDiu wjiase 
mamonindiiin is Loloiy fuinidlicd :— 


“ No. 45,^Kri&bnajcc BJmndivulkiir,—lixd. 

Poona.— PtnuL 

Muujo Kuruiije, Turuf Necttlmrce, Mokui^f^iL.. .. LU. 480 5 0 

11c Ima not made liig appearance. By tlie dis4tricl accoimU be was ia 
possession up to tlie 

3. Tills yuriiijam was entered as No. 45 in the Class of “ Billcdai's^' m the 
lists of Jflghef^i'ij titiitsmitted by Mr. Blphinstonc to the Supreme Government on 
the 28lh Uctoher IS It). The follo wing i^xtriict shows tlie outry in these list!i:— ■ 
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• It wAi aLu eatered u No. 10 of Lilt I. ia CIam V., ainl tlui entry u tffbrdiii^ tin 
fiilleit inforizudouj aUja* beta ettrutad in the lOtb pArAgruph of tliii nport. 
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4. On the 2Sth of OtU^hcr ?822 Mr, Chaplin^ Mr* EJplun^tonc'B fiuccesdor^ 
ffltwajxled to llic Bomhny (fovermnent a rcf^ister of restored j^crj^unal Jugheera, 
In which tlu9 SiiTiujani was entered as having been restored to llunmuiit Rao 
EJiaiidwuikurp The ibllovving ih an e^ittract from the register:— 
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f)* Tn the llsU piejiurctl in IHHd by Mr. Warden, the Deputy Agent for 
Sii'dai'fij this Suiliijam wiia entcrcil iu tlie name of Jlmiiniint Rao Dhmidwul- 
kur, as No- 47 ol' CJnss^ HI. It \\i\s valued at lid. and the date of 
oiigiiml grant ussigncti to it was A» ii. 17G4. 

G, Wluiu tlie Agent for l:'Uilard, Mr. Marriott, short!y aflei-wardu invited 
hU Deputy V lists, Avith (lie exeeptiou of a change in the number, which be¬ 
came dii, nu ultcTUtion weis madi^ in I'esiM^ct to this HtirLiijuin. 

7. Ill the lists fiaiiKd by the j\gi:iit for Sirdind, Mr. AUlls,. in 1840, this 
Surinjani ivas entered as No. GG of Class fl.; the value and date of original 
grant (a. i>. 17G4) assigned in the lists 1834 were prcicrvedH 

8. lluiinnmt llao JShaudwnikur died in a, n- 183o-3G, uiid Iiid Sui-injam 
rvas, niider orders Iroin (hivernment, resumed ; so that it ought appa¬ 
rently, to have been eiiterei]: in Mr. Mdld’ lialii of 1841). 

9* When now hats were in 1844 framed by the Agent for Sirdars, 
Mr. Warden, according to Rules wiiich the Honorable Court of Dincctoi'S bad 
laid down in tlioir desjiatch No. 17, of tlie 2Gtii October 1842, tliia Surinjam 
was included amon^ Ihoflo xvliich under these Rules were to he restored. It 
was entered as No. II of Class V,, as shown in the following extract. 
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lO, fii i\lr. rirmvri's iievisorl JisLs of 18-17 no nllonitioii iva^ made in rfigard 
to aiivtliijig IhU tliii ijuitiber oT 1lic *^iinnj;inij ^vhich became 10 of List L of 
CJa^s V.^ ar? mUouji in llio following c:\trac*+ 
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1L The haa been correctly deacribetl* as one made before a. o. i 7.^1; 
it wai, ibibotj orifrinaily made by the Sattara llaja; bat there arc peculiar cir¬ 
cumstances connected with its subsequent cnjoyinent wliicli have not been 
recorded, and whicli It seems desiiuble to lay before Government, 

12, The Surinjam ivtis,, on account of llic Ijrafnoa of the then incumhentj, 

resumed in a. d. 1773-74. It was restoretl in a, i>. 177S-71}, but n^ain rtsuuied 
in the s^uneyear, from which timo it ruLiiaiiicd in the hands of the (jovenuiient 
until nine toon years ahenviu'ds, when it was (in a. d. 1707-Ufi) restored tc* 
Ins son by a Suinnl in the: .State tcci^rtis, 

13, Tlius for the lonj; period of a quarter of n century was this l^uriiijara 
not held nt nib and at tlie intmduetioii of the Hritish Goverinueat it had only 
been belli uniiiterrnptedly ftir a [leriod of twenty years* 

14, I am not awave w'liclher the question of interruption of enjoyment 
Buch as this has ever been discusscil, but it certainly appears to me to he nna 
on wLiicIi the oitlers of Govornnicnl are desirable. I rifferrod to it in the 33rd 
and 34lb paKigi aplis of niy report No. IC3, of tlio2iid May lust, hi the fuilow- 

inyf IcriiiH :— 

“33. The [ii’inciple upon vvhirli Inains and 8urmjams \rcm conli- 
mied by Mr. Kipliinstoiie is ad veiled to in the lOtli paragrapli of Mr. 
’Waitlcifs l^tlel^ With liiams i have at present null ling to do ; but not sons 
regards 8imnjainSj the inquiry legai^ding which Mr* Wiiideii ex plains to 
have been * svhetlier It had heeii, awry in rfle 

iiitci'mi fii-st grunted by the ilyiisiBty which the llritish Govorii’ 

incut pucccf'ded, whctiici^ a stronger pi'e:»e rip Li ve title had been establi^heJ 
by the ahibiy to trace the original grant to tbc IIeiJei Saltara or the 
Malkuniedao rulers of die Dercan/ Hut this is exactly oppOHCii io the 
principle hdd down in the Govennnent letter (us i iiiiderstanil it) which 
dimihi^l the revision of Mr. Warden's lists, and it isou tlie principle which 
I suppose to have b^jcn laid down by the Govcniineiit that I um eouducting 
niy inquiry, 

“34* 1 do not attempt here to look back to flfr. Eiphlnstonc^s recom* 

mendaliouBj heeatiBe 1 ap|a'oiiend the quesLioji to be one alibiing xrj/i?/y with 
relcjcnce to the liiiles laid down by the llonoriibk! the Court of Directors 
on ivliieh the revisial Siiriojaiu lists wTre oitlered to be framed. When the 
Honorable Court specifiodj in paragraph 9 of tfieir dGS|>aU:li No* 17, 
dated the 26th October 1842, a* &* 1761 as the limit, anti declared that ail 
granlfl of an earlier tlate should be consitlcicd hereditary^ they muBt, 1 
imagine, have contemplated not only possession previous to 1761, but also 
enjr^yment subisccpieut to that date,—at loa^t so it seema to me; Ibr otherwise 
a Snrhijam granted just before 1761, and under resumption for thii-ty or forty 
years of tlic period intervening between tJiti original grant and the fall of the 

* In the liatiQl 1844 tad 1347. In theprcvioiu littit nru dtfcribed u a|Tiuit of a.d* 17^4. 
(See 7, tad S of this letter.! 
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Pcsliwa, woliltl bi^^^onic lui hereditary one^ wlulc another made m 

1 1Ci'lf and Iield Fvom tluiL date to the breaking; out of the war^ wouTd have 
no tdaiiri to Jieredilary continuance, ahliough uetuuUy enjoyed during a 
jiiiH'li longer period.” 

lo: Tlie fiu^t of this resumption leaving tuken place was reported to the 
Agrhl I'ui' ^^irdarw oii the I6th April 183S by the Amatiutdars, who were then 
in <'li:irge of the Pcsliwu^s records ; fin^m tliia,, and from Muiatlice dociiments 
reliLlltig to tliirt Surinjani} and datcrl in IHdd, which have been received from 
llni Ageiit*s OfHce, tfie infurinutlou would apjiear ttj hare been on record there 
when the f^uriujam lists of l>i44 mid !«47 were fi-amed. 

I liave the lununir to be, &c. 

(Signed) T. A. Cowpkh, CapUi'm, 
Assistant Enam Cuniiui&^sioiier. 


\o. ^21187. 

J)o/eif Kirfiet'i 2Hik Ov£o7}fir lSo3» 
Submitted fur the decision of (lovemmeut. 

(Signed) Ci J. Manso.v, 

i n aiu Comm I ssion ci% 


No. dd.'jtl or 


IHM. 


To Captain T. A. Cowrnn, 

luain Commission 01 '. 


PoT.lTirAL l)Ee,\imiK?JT. 


Frn,—I arn dirccled Eiy the iJight IFonorable the novernor in Council In 
ackiiowlotlgc the recoifit of your letter, No. h^K), dated the 27th October 
1H53, to the aildress of Mr. Maiisoii, regaiding the Surinjam of Unjjeajcc bin 
lluiuuunt Thio Bhandwulkurj entered as No. dO of Class 1. in the revised 
Soritijum lists of 1847, 

2. In re[>ly 1 am desired to inform you Ihiit the proecoditigs in this case 
win he leferrcd to ♦he J bmorablc the Court of Directoi-s, and their jnntructions 

4 

solicited as to wiiolher in t!ie case of a granted by th^llaja of Sattara, 

resumed and llipn restored by the Pesbwa, the incumbency in to bo calcu¬ 
lated from tlic date of the original grant or from the date of tJic rcstoi'Utlon* 


I Jravc the licmour to be, ^cc, 

(Signed) II. L* Anberhon, 
Secretary to Govcrdmcnl, 


CtiiHpf lIM Oclojter 1854, 
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J^trffct Para^rftphs 11 and I)! fi'om a Destjudaii from the Hottertihlc the 
Court of DtreclorSf dated the I2th JJccembcr, No. 27 of 1S25* 

IJ. The questiun which has arisen rc.^pceling thiA Snilnjati], and 
^ ^ . whkli you have releri'cd to us for our i^cnoiTi] in- 

JCc&IHlctiue tne SnrtiLjiiin ^ ,■ * i i- ii * it * i i- 

of bin IluTiiiiiait fitrucLioiTSj is llTO [oJlOVVllIJ^,—-wUoLner tlie titJo oi a 

funiily whom we Amnd in possessiEm^ and who werg 
■ in possession in or pi-cvioim to 175] , is to be aflecled 

by Intermediate resumptions by the I’cshwa* You arc of opintoti thitt it should 
not, pmvided that there lias bc^eii a confidenibte lenj^li of pussestiion between 
the two jjeriods. You mustj how'cver, be uwure that the course which you thus 
iiecoiiuueiided is at variance w'ltb that which w»liavc ordinarily pursued, and 
tlmt ns we do not restore (unlcsw. on very special grounds) possessions of Avliieli 
fiimilies Inui Iktu deprived prcviEniKly to our rule, so also wlien such posses- 
#4ioll^‘, alter lie lug iakeai away, had Iwcii restored previously to our nile^ we 
have hitherto regimlcd ilicm as estates acquired at Uie dale of restoration* 
We udiiiit that some rej5iimjitlons may have been so clcstrly temjujrai y tlnit it 
would be Jmrsli to consider theun as biciikiiig the elmin of prescription, but we 
do not thinlc that sncii uii observation eun apply tE» a ease like the present, jti 
wliiirli the cstafe was iwiee resumed,—the last time tor nineteen years,—and 
liiid only biu'u held miioLcrnipLcrlly for twenty years between 1751 and the 
inti'odiietjon of the British Govrriiiiienh 

12* We arc willing, Imwcvcr, to allow h) tlic consul era tioiis urged hy you 
sufllcicnt ’^vciglit to save any Snrinjam, which has been actually declared by 
your Government or by iis to be hercchfiiiy, fixnn being deprived of tlmt cha¬ 
racter on account of subsequent disciovery of an intermediate interruption of 
possess! oti, [ire vidcd that no frainl is discovtu-ed or suspeeted* We, ttierefore, 
shall not direct the Snrinjam of Bhandwulkur, or any otlier similarly situated, . 
to 1>c removed from Clufis L 
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No. 4na oir 1863. 

Froiii Captain T* A, Cowrisii, 

AssiEitant Inam Commi^^HionCir^ 

To C. J* MansoNj lisc]-, 

Tainm Coimnissiancr^ 

l}ated Poona^ \\^th October 1853 - 

SjHj^I have the liDnour^ imtlcr the iiijjtnietions noted in the mai^in, to 
^ , „ . . , . submit a rciHjrt on the SurtnjaEn ciiteix]^! No. 23 

InmnC'nniifniHeiioDDr ^ ^ 1; . , 

ter Nn. of the i^th of Clas» 1. m the revised Surinjara lUts BnbmittcHl to 
April WM. Oovemment on tlio 2Gth October I«47, by the Into 

Af^ent for Siidnrsj Mr. Tirown, 

2. Tina ajijiear-a to be a case in which grave errors liave been committed, 
and to be oite in wliich tlic llonorublo Court of Directors, in recording their 
sanction to the hereditary continuance of a Surinjam, have done so, owing to 
erroneous information, on grounds which did not and do not esist. 

Tlic brut inquiry regarding the holdings of tJiis family was niade by 
Mr« McDonnell, with a view to their entry in the general lists subsequently 
transmitted (on the 25th October 18 ID) to the Supreme Government by Mr, 
Kl|ihinstojie, and in regard to the prcpoi^tion of which lie in formed tlie 
Governor General, in the letter which accompanied the lists,— 

** 2, The hrst step in this operation was to extract from the Peshwa^s 
Dufbir a full account of each Jaghoer, and to ascertain os correctly as pos¬ 
sible the character and history of each Jagheendur, with the time when he 
made hia submission to the British Government/ This waa done imme¬ 
diately after the war* 

*'3. The Collectors were next furiitshod with liata of the personal Ja- 
gheere, and requested to ascertain their actual value, and wlietbcr they were 
in force up to the breakiug out of tJie war, 

“ 4. The investigation was now committed to Mr* McDonnell, who pro¬ 
ceeded to compare the statements of the Jaghcerdors with those drawn up 
in tlic Duftur, cheeking both by the accounts received from the Cuhectoi^* 
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‘ A I'l^'JsLnr was fmnnc^d on this comparison, sliowmj^ tlic name of 

the holder of oiich Jagliccr, the elute and i)atiu‘e of the the situa¬ 

tion ef the liUieN, iuid the soiurcs of the revenue when not drawn from laud, 
with tho Kinuid orhij^hest revenue, the revenue as stated by the Jaghcerdar, 
nnd actual colffrtions as reported by our officers 

A. Tiie entry in Mi\ mcDouiicU's meiuoraudiun is given below :—^ 

No, 3L—ItuUvuni itau Nagnaih.—Exil* 

IviiiHba ^V^LniortH", Tiiruf Italicvrce, l^urgunu Sun- 

giirmiair .... Its, 14,680 0 0 

TMoujc .loivkciTch, Pnrguim Siicwgauiu, witlihcUi by 

Siiidiai... 2,01 y 2 0 

Tutil iu AhiJiedmtggnr,.,., *. Its. 16,70'8 2 0 

**K/iftndeis/i. 

Moiije Nundgaum, PupguiuiManikpoor, Siictsuimd, Ps, 200 0 0 

(jrsmd Total, Jaglieer^,.*,, Ps, UMh>8 2 0 


“Imam* 

“ Ift/dtnrahafL 


I\Tonj6 KrisliiiaiJOfjrj Pui’^^uua Pytiiu. 

.Its. 

1,827 

10 

0 






1 i4iahnor of' land in Kusba Wamoice, 

Turuf 




lUhoi'Cr,... 

.Ps* 

120 

0 

0 

lota! Iimm 

.. Its. 

1,047 

10 

t> 


liL The Mootsudee only claims tlie village of Wamorce, Its, I4,6rj9, 
and Krishna poor in Inam, lU. 1,801, whicli J^.st he states Uaja Goviud 
Ihilcsh to liave Zubted ; lie has since through your ki min ess got an order 
from llydcrab'.d for its release, lie states ids receipts from Wamoree to 
be Ifs. 10,000^ lie has since Ills first given another stateinent, in which he 
siiyn ho omitted to mention Jowherreh and Nandgaum, tlie first of which 
lie says is withheld by SIndia, and the latter he has nf>t had for some time* 
By the district accounts the collections from Wamoree in 1225 amounted to 
Its* H,y6y-i)-0* The account of Jowkerreh has not been received; it is 
known, liowcver, to have been withficld by SIndia for tbd Iflfit fifteen years. 
It was originally given by that prince to Muroba Dada Fumavcacj fi^mt 
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whom it wucp liLkcti by ^^ana runiavcsG and t^ivcrii to 'Rulwuiit Rao Nagaallir 
wlio Eiold it aboat fifteen years; and for tlic fifteen St lifts, as above 
stated} been witlilield by Sindia. By tile ftecanntH from Klmiideish he rt|j- 
peai-s to have lield the tand in Nandgftimi up to the war, contrary to tlie 
Mootsudee^s own statement. Tln^i-e is fl. peeidiarify m flic Stmiul fur 
AVamoreej—the amount is not mentioned : this is a plea fur him to witlihold 
the rights of cithers and of (Juvernment, as lie was in great favour. In re¬ 
newing his grant the other claims on Wamoree must be s^nreiHcd, 

“iVbfc.—Rughooiiath Gosavee has Ra. 200 on MoujO Wamoreej Timif 
Rahoree, as yearly allowance, in charity r Ba[>cjojoo Sndasew Rs, JKK) as 
his fc^gps! Apajec Juiiarduu Rs. 5(>0 on aoeount of Surdeshmookee and 
Bab tee ; Rs. 21 to Dcwnsthaii Slirce fcjlndcsliwnr mid other Sonieshwiiis ; 
and Government have Its* 1,150 on tJic sunic vitluge, viz* Ks* 150 as Paga- 
iKifj^uur, tis* 500 for gmin, and Rs, 500 [ls Soobha Rutter. 

Tlic. l\?<)kassa of .lowkcrnch, Fiirguim ^hcwgftuiij, amounts to TCiipccs 
IG 0-12-0, and belongs to Piitudisiiig BhoHky.’* 

5. On t!i(i 0th October l’'lphiiis£onc issued an oi'ifor for iJic re¬ 

lease of a poi tioii uf die Suriujaui, the detail of >vhi[;h is given bdow 

I’he town of Waniuree, 'furiif Uahoree, Puj'gimu 

Siiiigniiniair ..... Rs. 1-1,SOU O 0^^ 

k 

ijfii/pctijra ttK 

Land held in the village of ^Taiidgaiim, Puignna Ma- 

uikpooi (^t^liebfuimd) 2rHl O EJ 

Total ndcKw^d.,., Rs. 15,00^ d 0 

fi. In Mr* ^^Jph^nstOlle^s lists of Jiigheers, trausmifted to the t^iipiomn {no- 
veniment un the 2H5th Octc.ihcr IHlt), ihis Sniinjimi was cnUan’d us No. 28 hi 
the Glass of “ iM oubiudeos,” in the tmine of Bulwnnt Rao JVagnuth ; the (bUow- 
in^ is an extract from dm fist!^. 


* This amount c;v[^ce'd3 tlftit ahoivu by Mr. McDuiiLiclh Oic I'CfisCia uiaignctl bt’ai;r dint it 
WAS nt Unit irrou^ly calculated uad cutviifd- 
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7. It will be jiiceii that of the tliree items entrred in ]V1r* MeDunneirs mts 
nioj'nndum (see fsiragmph 4 of tJiis letter) as claimed m Siiriiijam, one (tbe 
village of Jowkerreb, valued at Its* 2^0lS)-2-0) was not restored- The expla¬ 
nation of this is tf} be found in Mr, l^lphinstone'e declaretion that^Kissei^siozi 
at the breaking out of the war was to be a she quft won to tlic cootinvaiicc of 
an Inam or to the restoration of a Surinjam. With rcgixrtl to the former 
drscripti<jn of holdings, he informed the Collectors (Mr, Eljibinstone^s circular 
letter to the Collectors, dated tlie 27t]i June 1818),— 

No right of pisBcssion is ever intended to Ivc recognised tJiat was not in 
force at the breaking out of the present war*” 

And the priDciple was specifically applied to Siirinjams in tJie 7tli of the 
** General Rules” (forwarded hj the Supreme Govemraent with Mr. Elphin- 
stone'e letter of the 2&th October 1§19) laid down by Mr* Elphinstone for the 
guidance of those employed in framing llie lists of Jaghcers proposed to hu 
restored* The Rule declared tliat,^- 
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f* No Jughcer not actnalty enjoyed up to the war was to be rutstuned, 

tinlcss ppecmlly directed 00 to be." 

S. 1 have tfiou^ht it necessary thus specialty to allude to the village of 
Jowkerreh, which Mr. Blphiustone did not restorej, because the case is one 
proving, it appears to me^ beyond doubt, that ncitlier the Peshwa^a tittc;, nor 
tlic Pesliwa's acts, nor anything else, were held to confer a right to ilie 
restoration of that which was not “ actually enjoyed up to the war/* {See 
Mr. lL][>hinstoLie’ii dcclai-atlon, quoted in paragraph 7.) 

It requires no great search to discover a motive for this arrangement, 
which was not more aimplc than equitable. The tatc rulers and magnates of 
tiic conquered country| whatever they might expect from tlie gciieroaity of the 
victors, could not suppose that the i3ritish Government would jilace them in 
jxisscssion of tliat which they did not hold when the war broke out; while, on 
tlie cjtlier Imnd, Mr. Elphinstone must have known the pre-existing state 
of alfuirs too well not to he aware that to attempt an inquiry into the acts of 
Pcsliwa *3 Govemmeut, or into the acts of others which that Government 
tolerated, would have been a sinqdc tm|>ossibiIity; and it is not, tlierefure, 
di I lieu It to understand why he sliould have hosed his arrangements on a brood 
rule which was just in pi iuciple, intelligible to the people, and easily carried 
out in practice. 

ID. As, perhaps, the most striking instance of this on record, I would point 
out the old and noble families whom Bajcc Roo had arbitrarily ruined, and 
for whom Mr. Rlpiiiiistone considered it nut more humane than p 4 .ditlc to make 
jU'Ovision; hut he never tJiought of doing so by attemjiting to discuss tlie 
validity of Rajee Rao*s acts, or by restoring dial of which Bajee Hao had 
deprived them ;—tliey were pmvided for by the grant of pensions Ibr tlicir lives. 
(See parugraph 2 D of Mr* E 1 [)hinijtane’^ despatch of the ISth June 1818, and 
loiragrapli 22 of the reply from the Cliief Secretary to the Government of 
fuel la, dated the 2 Dth September following.) 

11* To return to tlic history of Jowkcireh.—The whole village, exclusive of 
the Mukaasa Umul, was granted by the Peshwa to NagOram, in ^urinjoin, 
by a Sunud the registry of which is fortlicoming in tlie State diary of the 2nd 
Ramzan Esuimy Sumaneeu (a. d. 17H1-H2), and waa, according to the state¬ 
ment of the district hereditary olHccrv, (furnished to Mr* Elphinstonc, and 
found among the records of tlie Deccan Commission,) forcibly wrested from 
him eighteen yearn alter words (in a. u* 1 7i>9’-IR0D) by Sindia, who kept it, 
apjiarently, up to the war in a. d* 1817, though not only without the Peshwa's 
sanction, but in defiance of his authority, oa is shown by a 8111 injam iiieuio- 
randum of a. d* 1807-08 drawn up at Poona, and in which Jowkcrreli is 
entered aa forming a portion of tlie Suriiijam of Oulwmit Rao Nugnuth, the 
son of Nagorani. 
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12» Mr, lilt]ihinetDnc, having aecciialned the^ fuctA^ did not restore Jow^ 
kcrreli to Uulwnnt Rao Nagnatli, but left it, as lie found it, in the poisacaaion 
of Sitidia, wiili whont it haf^ remained ttp to this day. 

Ilk The prlfidples upon ^Jiieh Mr, Elphinstone had framed his li^tsof 
Jugheeni were a]>proved of by the Supreme Government in the Secretary’s 
Jetlor of tlia 4tJi March 1820, in tlie 2nd and Six! paragraphs of which it was 
stated,— 

“ 2* The contents of these despatches have bcca lor some time under 
the considelation of the Governor General in Council, 

^‘3, His Lordship recognises in them an adherence to the princijiles 
laid down in the instmetions or2(>th September 1818/’ 

14. Tlio coinjdetion of Mr, Elpliinstonc’s urrongcnnuts devolves! upon Mr, 
Chaplin, who suececdod him as Commissronssr, and who, witli a letter, Jfo. 121, 
of the 28lh Getobs^r 1822, forwariJed to tlic Esmibay Govcmnieiil u document 
which he described as “a ncgijitcr of all jserso/isff* Jaghcers which have bceji 
restored hy (iovernment and now held In tlto Deccan,” and in whic^li Eulwunt 
Jtao Nagnuth’s Snnnjam was entered, as shown below, in the Class of' 
** MsHitsuiIccs":— 
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15 , At the same time a Murathce statement was prepared in the 
Couuiii:isIoner’s (.Iflicc, exhibit mg the detail ol each rettored Surinjum^ and 


* ^‘v CVptiLiM CuiA'pcr. 
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in Bulwimt Rao Na^atli'a cftsCi the items rentored to be tliose 
cntere<l in Mr. Elphinstone's order of release of the I5tb October 1819, (sec 
parag^raph G of tluA letter,) at a valuation of Rs, 15,009, and consisting of the 
town of Wamoiec Juid of land in the village of Nandgaum. 

16. On the 7tli November 1832 the Deputy Agent for Sirdars, Mr. J. 
Warden, suj^estod to Government that lists of tJie Deccan Snrinjams should 
be pTepaned, with a view to some fixed and definite mlcs being laid down fc>r 
their continuance or otheiTfv'ifiC on the death of incunjbents. This proposition 
met with approval, and the lists were, accardingly, framed and submitted by 
Miv Waiden to the Agent, Mr. Marriott, on the 3ixl January 1834* 

17. Mr. Marriott was fiubsequently directed to revise tliesc lists, which he 

tlid, and on tlie 6tb Mar<'h 1834 re-ti‘ansmitted them Government. The 
jStiriiijam now under c^msidcration was entered in them as No. 26 of Class I., 
in the minicK of “ Pumhotum Ihilwunt and Krishna Rao Dulwunt Wamure- 
kiir”; the “date of oijguial gi'ant** was entered (column 4 of list) as A. d. 
1771, tha date n^hick the Agent, Mr. Tf^refeji, had prevlmslg assigned 

to it, 

18. In 1840, new lists of the Deccan Surmjama were framed by the Agent 
for Sii-dars, Mr. Mills, and submitted to Government with his letter No. 258, 
of the 23rd October. In these documents the Surinjam of the Wamorekur 
funiily was entered an No. 29 of Class L, tl^e names of the holders and the 
diilc of original grant corresponding willi the eniriet! in the former lists pre¬ 
pared by Mr. Warden and revised by Mr. Marriott. 

19. In the next lists framed, which were those prepared by Mr. Warden 
as Agent for Sirdm^, and submitted to Government with his letter No. 225, 
(if tlie 29th December 1844, tins Surinjam was entered as No. 57 of Class I., 
as shown in the following extract* 
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20, Mr. Wardun^s Ibts were, under ordera from Govemment, revised by 
]iL 3 successor, Mr. Brown, and again submitted, with his letter No. 173, of 
tlio 2(vth October 1347. In these revised lista this Sminjam was entered t»s 
No. 20 ofClafis 1., os shown in the following extract. 
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21* I lmv(! now nhown fiow tins Sitrinjam has been fititejcd m the severat 
documents wJiiefi liavc Iwflii from first to lust Bubmitted to GuvcrnniGtitj and 
itromams only to t.Njilam the error which lias been committed when Mr, 
Warden's li.ds of 1844 were rained, in altering a, d. 1771, the date ofori;^inal 
{^rant assigned in the prerioua ItuLs, to n, 1741^ and tlius bringing it within 
the I'lih!! laid down by the Tlononftde Court of Directors in their despatch of 
the 2(jtli nctol>er 1842 ao con fern ng an hercditaiy title. 

22. The founder of the famtly, Nagoram, waa u SilJeclar, to whom, by ii 
Sunud, the registry of wlildi is forthcoming in the 8tate diary of the 13tii Jum- 
mad-ool-Awiil, KIminus Arbaiu Myst wii Ulliif (a, d* 1744-45), 60 beegaa of 
hind in the town of Wamorce were grunted, on a seven ^ears* If fisc (cowl), at a 
rate laid down, and the tiorcrzinient munugfa' of Wainorec (Babuomo ilul'ee) 
was, hy a Snund registered in the dairy of tlie same date, ordered, after bringing 
the amount lor which the laud hfld been thus leased to account, to debit it 
nmh^r the head of “ palury’^ (Undid Mooshuhira) paid to IVagoram, 

23. "’he fii'st Sttrhfjffui which the State records show to liaTc been held by 
Nagoraui was a pui'cly mifiturj/ ufte^ consisting of Jugliecr and Suideali- 
mouhee Uiuiils of Moujt Vidlnd, Tiirnf Kahoree, Ptirgutia Sungimmair." 

24, The jirecisc year in which these Umuljs were granted I have as yet 
tjccii luiable to aseerbun ; but tliia ia a matter of no consequence, as the 
ni'coinits of miiuagenicnt of the district show that tlicy were not held by 
Wagorani, but hy oilier parlies as lute an a. i>* 17^^5-56 (Sect Khumsain); they 
must have Ih:cii granted tti Nagoi'am lictwecn that date and a. jj. I7fi4-fi5, 
ill which fatter year the accounts show tfiem to have been in his possession 

25, The grants suhscqucutly made to J^Tit^oram are shown below :— 
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Turuf IVlaUQor, Maiulch Bmt. 

A. n, 17<I7-C8,, 
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A. ri, 17lj[)-70,. 
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A, n, 

SefTiep (Itiifliil 


^loo&hahirDi).... 

lituid in MoiijJ NaiidgauTu, rurgmia M&ink-' 

jlflOf, 

A. D, 1777^73,. 

Military ........ 

Moiiju I'impree Augur, Turuf Rnhorce, Pur- 
guaa Sungiimnairj c^cgluuvu of tht; Mokasaa 
And Babtcc irmtila. 

A, D. 1781-82,. 

reisoiial . ... 

Mouje Jonkerreh, Purguna Shewganm* 
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Tho spconci and thiitl itczii!^ sImikm m the huviiii^ 

been granted in military Surinjam to ?fagoram are jirovttl by tarlbcoming 
rcgiijtriea of Suauiis^ and by other Slate ret^ords, to Imve been rcHumed be¬ 
tween A* D. 179G-07 and 17i)S-99. 

27► Tbe Tillage of Dound (tlie first item in paragrafih 25) la ^liowii by 
fortbcoming accounts of management to buve pa^^ed fioin IVngnnim'» Jiimds 
ill A. D. 17(J6-l57 (Suba Seetam), and not again to hiTe been bold by liiim 
2H. Tbe Umuls of the village of Vullud and the village of l^impree Augttr 
arc shown by accounts of maiingcmcnt to liavc been resumed uud in Uio 
handd of tlie (jrovermnent in A. u. lHUH-09 (Teesa Myatain), and not again to 
liavc been nUenatLid. 

29. I have tUu^CTtjdained tbe hiKtory of the whole of the military Surinjam 
grunted OTiglmLlly to IVeryoraa^t Fmbflcqncnti^ held by bis sons^ and finally resum¬ 
ed by tlie Porthwa many years bcfoi*e ilieintfotlutitiim of tlie British Uovcrtiniciit. 

TJie town of Wamorec was first granted in Surinjam to Bulwunt ItuO} 
tlie aim of ringoram, in a. d. 1798-99; but it waa gmuted in mUUfijy (I'ouj) 
Surinjam^ and not in lien of, or in commutation lor any former boldingi tbe 
registry of the Siumd making the grant is fortlicomiiig in tJic Slate diaiy of 
tlie (icJi ZilhcJ^ ’'feesa Teesain wn Ulluf 

I. This grunt wtis, lioweverj tbrcMi years afterwards (in d, 1801-02) eon^ 
Tcrtcd into a periiomd bolding by a Suimd the registry of wbieb is furtbconi’ 
ing in tTiu State diary of tiic 23rd Sufur, F.siimiy Mynlahi wu IjJLuf. 

32. Jt thus aiqieuru that no Surhijum at all was held by till a family prior 
to A. D. 175t!-o7jand it remains to a^evtain the grounds <m w hich the Jlfmoi-^ 
able Court of Direchjrs have been nppaicntly mi sin fur met) on this aubjeet. 

33. In Mr. Elpbinstone^a lists, this Sui'injam was sliown (sec i^aingmjdi 
G of this letter) to Imve been lield fur fifty yptirSf and in Mensrii. Warden 
and Marriott a lists of 1834 (see pnragi^phs IG mid 17 of this letter), mid Jn 
Mr. Mills' LUts of 1838 a. d. )771 (see jiai-agi-apb 18 of tins letter) was 
assigned as the date of oiiginaJ grant. It was in Mr. Warden's lists of 
1844 lliut tbe first alteration was made, and the date of original grant enttied 
us A. n. 174], tile explanation afforded being as follows :— 

“ In the original lists of 1834, recoi'ded in tlic Agent's Ofllcc, the year 
of original grant is 1771; but fliis is clearly a clerical error, the Arabic year 
being the same as. In Uie number immediately before it in the list, which 
has been correctly calculated-to be 1741, ami Mr. Elphinstone's remark is 
Biat it is ^an mdemnity for an ancient Jagheer*’ ” 

34. 1 have referred to the Knyllsh lists of 1834 recorded in the Agent's 
Office, and find that they contain no Arabic year at all, so tlml. tiicy cannot 
he the UeU iTcferned to. 

35. The MunUhee lists ol 1834 iccoJtied in tlic Agent s OHicc do, how- 
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ttliow t}ie Ambic year, i>u( it wuuld appear that they muet have been 
incorrecUy rapreaented to Mr. Warden, as in tJicm ** tJic Arabic year'^ fls.Hifrn' 
eil as the date of ttie gi-ont of this Surinjam is not tiie Hame ns in ilie 

number tmnncdmtcJy before It in the JisL” lit the rtumher immediately before 
it ilk the [ist the Arabic year Esiinay Arbam cf>^^espD^d]^g with 

A, u. 1741^2^ is entered; whereas in the next number, which is that of the 
Wamorckur's Surinjam, the Arabic year entered is Esunay Subain 
corresponding with x. j>. 1771-72. 

Hat in these MuratJice lists of 1834 not only ia the Ambic year 
slicwn in letters, but on the aftme IiHe the year of the flhrisiian era is shown 
in fi^iircs, and in the two coses now under discussion these hgurcs ore not the 
same, but differ, just as the Arabic lettered dates do, the one fivm the other. 
Ill the number assigneil to the Wamorckur's ^urinjam ttic tigurcEi ciitci-cd arc 
1771, while in the mimbcr immediately before it in the list" 1741 arc the 
ligiircs to he foimd- 

137. To illustrate more clearly wliat 1 have endeavoured in the last fjora^iajili 
to describo, I ajkpond the tallowing transcript of tlic portion of the Muiathec 
IisjU referred to:— 

SI t'OHt 

V;TW X 31S1T \ 

ilH, The f'ollc^wing ia the English tran^iiation of this Mm’athec entry:— 

Pr< :«srn No. I’unncr No. Nmiic ol JnglieL'nliit. 

2.0 21 Vittul Rao Mulhai Poorundhiirce.. Eaunay Arbain 17'U. 

2b 29 Furahotimi Ruiwuat and Kmhn 

l{ao Riilvvuut Wamorekur.Esunay f^uboiti 177 L 

39. LTnilcr the ciiouniatances 1 iiave explained in tlie last six paragraphs, 
1 can only auppoae that in this case fraud must be attributable to tlie Agent's 
subordinate cs^tabUshment. 

40. Ill tlie column of “ Remarks” in Mr. Warden a lists of 1844 it Is stated 
that '*Mr. Elphinstone's n!mark ia that it is *an indemtiity for im ancient 
Jaglieer,’ " and ^uch is undoubtedly the case; but wore than this is stated by 
JNfr. Eljdiinstone, for in his lists the Surinjam is shown (see paragraph G of 
this letter) to have been hiXd for Jift^ years , which brings its date of grant to a 
|>eriod much later than a. n. 1761. 

41. El is certnin lluit the Surinjam now in the ijossession of the Wamorc- 
Itur family could not have Iw^cn the one referred to by Mr. Elplnnstotie us hav* 
ing been lield Ibi tilly yeai;^; for k waa grantedj us i liuvc stated in the 30tli 
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paragraph of tUiB letter, as late a. j>» 1798-99, anjd, therefope^ hail oq]y 
been held fur eighteen years when the war witli the Peshwa broke out 
42^ Among the Murathee papers relating to tliis Snrtnjam received from 
the Agent’s Office, Uiere is not one dated in a» j>» 1741, nor is there one 
containing any allusiciii to any such document, 

43, I now proceed to notice the entry of tliis Surinjam in Mr, Brown’s 
rcviiaed lists, in which Mr. Warden’s remarks, quoted in tlie 33rd paragraph 
of thia letter, were preserved in part, witli tlie following addition:— 

A record in tlie Poona Duftur states that this Surinjamdar received the 
grant of land in the year Khumus Arhain (a, d, 1744),” 

44, With wliat intention this additional remark was inserted 1 am unable 
to imdcTStand, as in tlie Hth column of the snme entry llie date of original grant 
is shown to Imve been A, n, 1741. There is, however, as 1 have before stated 
ill paragraph 42 of this letter, no document dated in a, d. Z741 to be found 
in long the Mui'utlin.^ records relating to this Surinjam received fioni the 
Agent's Office. 

Among tiiese Miiraf.hpe due amenta, however, is one referring to the 
Icfise of the (>(J biscgos of land in the It^vnof Wamorce, granted in A. i>. 1744, 
This is the Wy doeuuiL'nt which tbe.'^e iKijiers contain rofeiring to anything 
held, on any tenure, prior to A. i% 1761, 

49, As far, then^ as 1 have been able to ascertain, tJte only document 
referring, in any way^ to anything held by Nagoram prior to A, D. 1761, whiclr 
was befoixi the Agent, Mr, Brown, when he pi-epared the revised listi, and when 
he entered in them a Sii^urjiijam of tlie value of Its. 14,089-16-0 tifl grunted fa 
D, 1741, was one refeii iiig to a of GiTfVermnefft inndf consisting 

of 00 heegas, the of vvliieh was granted to Nogoram in a, n, 1744-46, and 
tor which rent was to he paid to the fjovemment; the payment, however, 
IjGjng, an explained in the 22iid paj agrajdi of this letter, a nomijiul one only, as 
the amount was allei’W'aixJs to be dchitcrl in the Govenmiciit manager’s 
accounts, the pci's?on to whom the land ivus leased receiving it as hia salary or 
as a portion of his .‘ialaiy', and this fiaymcnt during the whole period of the 
JcEifle (.w?rwa yenrjf) amountlug altogetbcr to no more than Rs, 317-84). 

47, As a matter wliich, though u<it ah'ceting the tenure on which this 
Surinjam should be Iveld, does, nevertheleHs, bear upon the question of the 
necessity of a thorough scrutiny of the Surinjam lists, I should mention that 
the ages of the holders of the Surinjam and of their legitimate male ofispring, 
entered in Mr, Warden’s lists of 1844, w'cre preserved in Mr, Brown’s revised 
lists on847. 

48, This Surinjam appears to he one which, under die Rules laid down 
by die Ilonoi'abic Court, (paragraph 12 oflfonorable Court’s dcs|iatch No. 17, 
of die 26th October 1842,) is resumable ai^r a second generation from the 
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conquest, ft pensionary provision equal to half tlie net proceeds of the Suriii- 
jam being made for the generation nciict succeeding* 

4y* The Surinjain la fitill in the handa of the first generation* It was con¬ 
tinued by tlie Britiflh Government to three brothers (Purusliram, Purshotuin, 
and Kriidmorao), of whom one> PurushraiUj has died without male iasue; 
another, Krialitiarao, is an old and childless matt; and the tbirdj. Pursliotum, 
has seveial children: there arises, therefore, a question whether Piirshotutn 
and ilia children can claim an lute jest in more than one-ttjirxl of tlie Surinjam. 
'fhis question I have discussed in my reports P(os* 3ii2 and 400, of tlie 17th 
and 2tJdi August 18511, 

50, The Murathce Suriujam lists of 1834, referred to in parngi'uplut 33 to 
3D of this letter, are herewith fijrwarded for your inspection, ami i i^hall be 
obliged by your returning them as early && coLwenient. 

51* Tlif! Wamoiekur'fiimily claim, in virtue of the Surinjam they hold, a 
0um amounting to between five and Jiix hundred rupees per aimiim as compeu^iit' 
tion for losa auHtained by the abolition of tratJsit duties arid certain cesses. 
Whether the jmyment from the public hcasury to winch they may be fbiiud 
entitled on this account should be an hereditary one or not is a quest!oinvlnch 
the fact& now brought to notice affect equally witli the tenuis on which the 
Surinjam is continuable. 

52. It Kcems that the persons who hold this Surinjam were not requirt'd 
to state their claims in writing, nor to produce the documentary jjroof in thedr 
possession, cither in 1844, when Mr* Warden's lists were framed, or in 1847, 
when they were revised by Mr. Drown. Among the Muratlicc jwipcrs received 
from the Agent's Office there is not a single document of the above deacrip- 
lion, 

1 have the lionoiir to be, &c* 

(!?igned) T, A. Cowpeh, Captain, 
Assistant Iiiam Commissiuncr* 


No. 2fi45. 

Political j^srAuTUENT* 

Prom C* J* Man^on, Esq., 

liiftm Commissioner, 

To A* Malet, Esq., 

Chief Secretary to Government, Bombay* 

Dated KirkeCf IDfA Octvb^ 1853, 

SiH,—In handing up an original letter from Captain Cowper, No. 4D3, dated 
iDth October 1H53, bringing to light a most serlouH error in connection with 
tlm Surinjam No* 20 of CJuss 1. in the revised Smiiijam lists, 1 beg to state 
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ttiy opinion tliat tliere are good reasons for supposing that a disgraceful fraud 
nniBt have been perpetrated in the Agonf i Office, by which the public rcvenucB 
would have suffered had not Captain Cowper’a inquiries brought the matter 
to NgUt. 

2, 1 submit that various points in tliis case illustrate in a remarkable 
manner how little Government ctui depend on tlie accuracy of the revised 

m 

£^urmjam lists. 

3, Tlie question alluded to in pamgraph 49 was reported od to Govern- 
ment in my letter No. 24G], dated Slst August 1853. 

4, With reference to Captain Cowpei‘*s 50th paragraph, 1 beg to state that 
I have pxnmiiicfl the MuratUee lists, and therein the two sets of figtircs 1741 
an<l 1771 are most distinctly set down with their corresponding Arabic years, 
as shown in [laragrapU 37- 

I have the honour to be, &e. 

(Signed) C. J. Man@ov, 

Inam Commisaiancf* 


T[> TT. L. Andebsom, Esq., 

Secretary to Government, Bombay. 

January 30tA, 1855, 

KrUj—T have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No, 4089, 
dated 5lh November 1853, on the Sui'injam of the Wamorekur, being No. 20 
ClaHS I. of Mr. Brown’s lists* 

2. This refort^nce involves a direct charge of deception, practised first on 
me, and, after my returij to England, <m Mr. Brown, my successor, by, aa I 
am afniid, llheeinrao ttemajec, the Shcristedar, aided by tlio^o who juo- 
fessed to give us the information they gathered from the Duftur in respect to 
the ages of Surinjams. 

3. On the receipt of your letter I suggested to the present Agent, Mr, 
TjeGeyt, that paragraphs 22, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 39,41, 42, 43, 44, 45, and 46 

Captain Cowper's letter dated October lUth, 1853, should Imj: translated to 
Bheemrao, and to the present ShcrJstcdar, who was the Assistant in the 
time of Mr* Brown and myself, witli the remark that, even suppofling the fact 
that the date which was given by me as A, d. 1741, which Captain Cowper 
say$ is in the Mura thee actually and visibly A. n. 1771, can be explained, it 
would stilt remain to be ahovm how Mr* Brown converted A. d* 1741 into 
A. D. 1744* 

4. Bheemrao liaving died about the time of my reference, the answer of 
the present Sheristedar, Vidyudhur Punt, could alone be obtained, which, 
tiigetlier with his correction of one answer, and a itatement by Itaojee Fendsay, 
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the Karkoon who a^isUted in Gie preparatjon of Mi*- Etjjhmatone^s iSgts, anti 
more or leas revised tlie more recent ones, 1 havo the lionoar to auhmit, 

5, As I do not consider these answers satiefactoryj 1 would beg to recom¬ 
mend to TTis Lordship in Council that the Surinjamdarbe rei^uired to prove 
his title in the form of a trial, as recently ordered by the Oovemment^ 

* 1 have the honour to be, 

(Signer!) John Warden, 


of Murathee Staten^nt f)locn hjf Haojee Pen ns At, alios Gunehu 
K itisjiN PzHDSAv, fn the eosic of tlic WAMonERUU* 

The States of Soorapoor, Gudival, Adwanoo, and ftaynchoor were, situated 
on the frontier separating the territories of the Nizam from tliasc of tlic 
Peshwa, Before the year Suman Sec tain (a. d- 17G7) tribute was not paid 
by these States, without making a forcible dcimuid iij>on them, 1 have seen 
accounts dated in about Arba Khumsain (a. o. !7d3), showing lliat when 
Nagoram Sirdar was gent with Govemment foice lie chastised these States 
and realized the Government tribute from thorn. 1 Giink that if search 
be made, accounts of a prior date will bo discovered, but this will take 
some time. He was, however, in those days, a Sirdar receiving pecuniary 
allowance. Nagoranfa service appears to have commenced fi-om Tcesa 
Suluiicen (a. d, 173S). In the year 1161 Fuslec (a, d, 1761) the village of 
KrishnajKiDi', in Pingnnu Pytun, was obtained (by Nagorani) in limm from 
Nuwab Sulubjimg. The Pesbwa liallajee Bajee Rno granted (him) the 
Swuraj Umul of that village in Inamin Sun Sect Khumsain (a, d, 1755). At 
that time even the Nizam feared Nagoram, When the Uraul (share of 
revenue of a village or district) was not quietly paid (to die Pesliwa), it was 
Nogoram who realized it, by making a forcible demand, lie was such a brave, 
renowned, and dreadful man, Tfe had two or three hundred troops of his own. 
Besides^ he commanded the Government troops, Aller him Itacncbundei' 
Nagnatli also made expeditions in the Nizam's territory, and commanded a 
body of hoTsc. After him Bulwuntnio Noguatli also had a body of horse 
continued under his command, Tims (Wamorekttr's) three ancestors were 
Sirdars.-^Z^dted August. 


(Signed) GcNESit Krishn Pekdsav* 
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CofC p /"ike WAUORECUIt. 


Quationi. 

Explain how the date of oHgmd 
grant, y\z^ a. n. 1771, wa^ atiered to 
A* D* 1741, and how Mr. Brown 
coiivertecl a* d. 1741 into a. d. 1744, 


See the translation of paragraph 
22nd of Cajjtain Cowper’s lettt^r of 
llith October 1853, and stale what 
you know. 

See the translation of paragraph 

33 of Captain Cowper^s letter, and 
state what you knuw« 

See the translation of paragraph 

34 of Captain Gowper's letter, und 
state what you know. 

Sec tlxe translation of paragraph 

35 of Captain Cowper^s letter, and 
state what you know. 

See the translation of paragraph 
3d of Captain Cowper^s letter, and 
state what you know. 

See the translation of paragrapJi 
37 of Captain Cowper'a letter, and 
give yotir answer. 

See the translation of paragraph 
39 of Captain Cowpe^a letter, and 
give an answer^ 


Annotrs of Vtdyadhur Purnshtamt. 

It appears that A. s, 1741 was 
assigned as the date of original grant 
by an oversight, Mr. Brown did 
not Convert a. n. 1741 into a. d. 
1744, lie retained the same date 
which was aasigcied in the lists of 
1844, and as there was a record in 
the Poona Duftur regarding the grant 
of land in the town of ‘Wamoree in 
A. D. 1744, he entered the same in 
the column of remarks, 

In Mr, Brown's Surinjam liata of 
1847 mention is made of the grant 
of land in the town of Wamoree in 
A. D. 1744. 

I can not give a satisfactory answer 
to this. 

What Captain Cowper states is 
correct. 


Wliat Captain Cowper states is 
correct. 


Captain Cowpef's statement is 
correct. 

The traxxscript appended to this 
paragraph is correct 

1 cannot give an answer to this. 
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Bee the tmnslation of paragraph 
41 of Captain Cowper's letter, and 
stale what you know» 


Bee the tranalation of paragraph 

42 of Captain Cowjier’s letter, and 
fitate wlmt you know. 

See the trtmalation of paragrapli 

43 of Captuin Cow per's letter, oinl 
give DU answer. 

Sec the tianslati on of paragraph 

44 of Captain Cow|>er^s tetter, and 
utate wlmt you know. 


Sec the translation of paragiapli 

45 of Cajjtain Cowper^a letter, and 
give an answer, 

Sec tire translation of paragraph 

46 of Captain Cowpcr*s letter, aiul 
state what you know, 

Expliun how the date of original 
grant, vi^, a, d* 1771, was altered to 
A* D, 1741, and how Mr, Brown 
converted a, ». 1741 Into A, D, 1744* 


Mr, Elphinjstonc computed Hic 
years from a, n, 1768, in which year 
Kagoram, the founder of the family, 
was granted certain Umuts bdong- 
ing to the Peshwa in the villages of 
thirty-six diatricta in the Niiam^B ter¬ 
ritory, as shown by Captain Cowper 
in the 25th paragraph of his lotier. 

Captain Cowpei'a statement ia 
correct. 

Wliat Captain Cowper wiitea is 
correct. 

Mr. Brown retained the saruc date 
which was given in the Surinjam 
lists of 1844, viz, a, d . 1741, and as 
there was a record in the Poona 
Duftur regarding the grant of land 
in ttie town of Wamoree in A< d. 
1744, he mentioned Uie same in tlic 
colunui of remarks. 

Captain Cowper's statement is 
correct. 

Captain Cowper’a statement is 
correct, 

Mr, Brown did not convert a, d. 
1741 into A, B, 1744. Ha retained 
the same date which was assigned in 
the lists of 1844, and as there was 
a record in the Poona Dnfhir le^ 
garding the grant of land in the town 
of Wamoree in A* 1744, he entered 
the aome in the colunm of remarks* 
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See the troDelation of paragrapli The Surinjamdare were not req'utr* 

52 of Captain Cowper’a letter^ and ed to BtaCe their claima in writings 
state whether the Surinjamdara were nor to produce documentary proof, 
or were not required to state their either in 1844 or in 1847- 
claima In writings and to produce 
documentarypioof before Mr. Brown 
aiul the H<marab[e Mr, Warden, 
and if so what ia become of the 
doeumcntit ? 


Answer of Itaojee Pendsat/^ 

III Mr. Elphinatone'fi lists of Ja- In Mr, Blphiiiatone'fl lists, this 

gheers the Siirinjam of the Wamore- Surlnjam ia shown to have been iield 

kill- is shown to Imve been lield lor for fifty years. In regard to tins 1 

fifty yeara, whereas tlic Surinjam beg to state lliat the Waniorekur 

now ill the possession of the Wa- was granted l>y the Peshwa, as mi- 

mnreknr family WRS granted as Tate us [itary Surtnjam, eertaiii Umuls of 

A. 11.1798-99, and therefore had only about lU. 45,090, in about thirty-Pix 

been held for eighteen yc^ars wlicsn Mahals in the Jiizam's territory, &c. 

the war With the Peshwa broke out* in the year Sumuii Soctain (a, d. 

State what you know about this. ITbT-'OB), When the iSoobha of 

Bedur was ceded to the Kizam's Go- 
vemnient, Mahals of Its. 37,000 whitih formed a portion of tlie above were 
included in tiie cession* After the lapse of two years, wliich were required 
for tJic confirmation of Bajec Rao Suheb on tlie Musnud, the village of Wa- 
moree was granted in military Surinjam in lieu of the arnount ((ts. 17,000) 
lost in the cession. The Suimd (making die gimit of Wamoree) does not stitc 
tliat it was granted in commutation (for what was lost in die cession), but it 
should be so inferred on die following grounds, Tbc Wamorekur was pre¬ 
viously deprived of eight Mahals Included in his Suiiujam, These MahalSj 
which were situated in the £?oobha of Hyderabad, had belonged to the per- 
Hotial Jagheer of the Nuwab, who therefore obtained them bock from tbe 
Peshwa in die year Kliumus Subain (A. D. 1774-75), The Peahwa conse¬ 
quently granted to the Wamorekiir tn lieu thereof the Surdeahmookee of 
Talooka Aehtee, Purguna Pathree* Mr* Elphinstone considered that this was 
an evidence to show that wliat the Wamorekur had lost was made good by 
other grants, and as the village of Wamoree was (first) granted in military 
Surinjam, and as tbe revenue of this village was nearly equal to that of the 
(iniEitaiy) Surinjam lost, Mr, Eiphinstone concluded that the village of 
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Wamqn:c tvaa granted liA an indcmnityj and he therefore stated diat the 
Surinjatn had been held For hfly years^ 


No. 5050 OF 1855* 


Political DapABTMSNT^ 


To Captain T* A* Cowj^eh, 

Tnoin Commkeiouer Northern Division, Pocna- 


SiR,—Bcferring to Mr* Maneon^s letter, Nt>, 2461, dated the 31st August 
1853, and to your report^ No* 78, dated the 19th January last, relative to the 
Suiinjam of tlie late Puriihotum Kao Bulwnnt Watnorekur, 1 am d[reeled by 
the Kight Honorable the Goveri^tor in Council to tmnsmit for your informa¬ 
tion and guidance copy of a re^fOlution passed tn tbU case by Government, 
under date the 1 7th ultimo* 

1 have the honour to be, &c* 

(Signed) FI* L* Anderson, 

Secretary to Goverument. 

Bombay Custte^ Qth Ueixmhcr 1855* 


Resolution }}assed hj Government under dal& 17ih November 1855 * 

In the case of the Surinjam No* 20 ofCla^E^ 1*, entered in tlie namcfl of 
Purtihotum Kao Bulwunt and Krishna Uao Bui want, two c]UCHtion& arise for 
considerution,— 

J.^Was the Surinjam rightly placed in the First Class, or should it have 
Ijeon jdaeeii in tfie Second Class ? 

il***-^llow, witli refei'cnce to general principles and to former acts of tlic 
Government, is Uj* succeaslou to this particular Surinjam to be arranged* 

2* The present Surinjam conai^ts of Che town f^F Wamoreo, in the Ahmcd- 
nuggur Collcctorate, and some land in the village oFNnndgaum, in the Khau- 
dcisli CoUcctora^. These were granted by the Peahwa Bajee Rao to Bulwnnt 
Rao, the father of Purskotum Itao and Krishna Rao, in 1798-99, as a military 
Surinjam, and the grant was in 1801-02 converted into a personal Surinjam* 
In Mr* Elpliiustone’s lists it is, however, stated that tlie grant was made ** as 
an indemnity for an ancient Jaghcer*'^'^ In ano'ther column of the same lists, 
the family is stated to have been in poflsessiou for 6fly yeai's. This iiemark, 
it may be observed, must apply to the ancient Jagheer, as the actual Suritijam 
entered in the list was only a grant of Bajee llao's. 
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3. In the liflta {Prepared by Mr. Warden and leri^ by Mr* Martiott, the 
original grant vvaa entered as a grant of A. d. 1771. 

4. In Mr. Warden's liats of 1844, this data of a. d. 1771 ia stated to he a 
ckru^l error for a. d. 1741p the Arabic year being the same aa in the 
number immediately beJbre it in the liat, which has been correctly calculated 
to be 1741. Tn Mr. Brown'e lists of 1847, this remark of Mr. Warden's la 
preserved, with the contradictory addition that " Foona Dufiur states that 
this Surinjamdiir received the ^ant of lands in the year Khumus Arhain 
(A. n. 1744) ” 

6, U will save time at once to state that Mr. Warden's remark as to the 
Arabic year was erroneous. The Arabic year in the number immediately pre¬ 
ceding was Etunoy Arbain (a. d* 1741), The Arabic year in the entry now 
under discussion was Esunay SvLain (a. d* 1771). Mr. Warden must have 
been milled by similarity of sound. 

6. Next, as to Mr. Brown's Hst,—placing aside the extraordinary laxity 
of a statement which in one sentence declares the date of a grant to be a. n. 
] 741, and in the next sentence asserts that the best authority, the Poona 
Duftur, hxes Che grant as one of a. n. 1744, It is necessary to inquire whether 
the second assertion, the first having been briefly and conclusively disposed 
off conveys a correct statement of the facts. 

7. Captain Cowpor has very carefully shown that all the Surinjains, mili* 
Cary or personal, granted to this family, were granted subsequently to the year 
1761. This fact is consistent with the Honorable Mr. Elphinstone's state¬ 
ment, written in the year 1819, that the family had had posseasioin for fifty 
years. It remains to be examined what was the grant of 1744 entered in the 
Poona Duftur, to whieh allusion was made by Mr. Brown. 

8. The only document which can he traced in the Poona Bulbir, connect¬ 
ed even m a remote degree with the present discussion, is a Sunud of 1744, 
granting to Nagoram, the ancestor of the present holders, the lease for seven 
years of 60 beegas of land in the town of Wnmoree. The Government 
manager was, it appears, also ordered, after bringing the amount for which 
the land was leased to account, to debit it under the head of salary to Nago- 
ram, who was a Silledar. 

9. It will be observed,— Ist^ that this grant was obviously not a Surinjam, 
but a tempomjy assignment in lieu of salary; 2ndf that even if for the sake of 
aigument it be admitted to be a Surinjam, the question would remain whether 
a grant of about Us. 33 per annum before A. D. 1751* is to bind the British 
Goveimment to continue a Surinjam of Hs. 15,000 per annum granted after 
A. D. 1751 as hereditary in the fullest sense of the word. To answer tiiis 


* Ha. £17 in aevea ysart. {Vide 46tli of Ctpiiin^Cowpet^a inepott-) 
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question in the afiinnatiFe would be a course opposed to common eenae mid 
to the specific orders of the Honorable Court. 

10 . The Ili^ht Honorable the Ooiremor in Council has, tbereforet no hesi* 
tation in deciding thuC this Stirinjam wa^ erroneously entered in the First Claas^ 
and that it ought to have been entered^ and should now be entered in the 
Second Class, viz. those which are to be continued for two generations, with a 
pension to the third generation. 

11. This case was referred to Mr. Warden for explanation, and that g 3 n- 
tleman, in hie reply dated 30t]i January 1866, virtually ad mite that a deceit 
has been practised. 

12 . The second question, as to the manner-in which the succession to this 
particular Surinjam ts to be arranged, remains for consideration. 

13. When the Surinjam was first under consideration, although nominally 
entered by Mr. Elphinstoue as the Surinjatu of Dulwunt Itao Nagnath, that 
Sirdar was dead, and the grantees were hts eons, Puruahram, Purshotuni, and 
Halknsbna. Of these, die eldest, Purushram, died in 1828, and in 1821) it was 
decided in the Revenue Department—*'that no portion of tJie village of 
Wamooree could, under a liberal construction of the Sunud, grunting it in 
Ziii Suriujam to the children of Buiwunt, be resumed by Govemutent/' and 
accordingly the share of Purushram was continued to his remaining brothers, 

14. This decision was not in accordance with practice. The bolding 
would, under (he visual custom, have either been regarded as a single posses¬ 
sion, and have been entered in the name of the eldest brotlier, or it would have 
been held to constitute throe distinct Suiinjams, to liave been dealt with 
separately. As, however, the Grtvernment in 1829 arrived at a different con¬ 
clusion, the implied pledge of that term must be fulfilled, and tlie succession 
must be regulated witli reference to that decision. 

15. On the death of Puruahram without issue, the Surinjnm was continued 
to his brothers Fuiiahotum and Krishna Itao. Furshotum is now dead, Icuv- 
ing three sons. How is the succession to be arranged with reference to tlie 
claims of Pursliotum^s sons and tlieir uncle Krishna Rao on the one aide, and 
the rights of Government on the other ? 

Id. The three eons of Buiwunt Rao must be held to constitute the href 
generation. Purshotum’e eldest son Balkrishna must be lield to constitute 
the aecond generation. Of the first generation, (under the particuiar orders 
of Government in this case,) the youngest brother, Krishna Rao, remsina. 
He must, therefore, take one-half share of the Surinjam,—namely his own 
third shore,—and one-half of ihc third sliore of his eldest brother, Phirushram. 
Balkrishiva should now receive one-half of (he SurinjaiOj—namely the third 
Ehare of his lather^ the late Pursbotum,—and onedialf of the share of his uncle, 
Purushram. On the death of his uncle Krishna Bao, he abonld succeed to 
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the remainmg half o f the Surlnjaiu. The continuance of the Sunnjam to two 
generations would thus be aatistied. On the death of Balkriehna, the eldest 
aon of Furshotum, the Suriojam would lapse to GoTenuaent, and a pension 
would be granted to the third generation (i c. supposing him, as ia naturaf, 
to survive his uncle, Krishna Hao). 

17. This arrangement appears to the Right Honorable the Governor in 
Council to be the most simple and the most just. It is, of course, liable to 
technical objection: for instance, it might be argued, that under the orders of 
1321), Piirshotum’s son cannot take any part of the Surinjam during the life¬ 
time of Krishna Rao (t, e. that the tliree lives of the first generation must be 
regarded as one life, which life still exists in Krishna Roo), Into these, and 
other similar objections, the Right Honorable the Governor in Council does 
not deem it necessary to enter, being clearly of opinion that the arrangement 
dotHiled in the IGth paragraph is in a peculiar case, as before stated, the 
simplest and the most just that could be concluded. 
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No. 322 OF 1853. 

From Captam T* A* Cowpeii, 

AR!»i^taut Initm Commisaioner;^ 

To W. Hast, Esq., 

luam Connuis&ionerF 

J^ated Poona, Si^plemli^r 

Sin,—My inquiiioft into some cases referred for investigation liave itici- 
flciitftlly Lmiiglit under notice several of the Snrinjam luddings inclodcd in 
tlje lists tat<!ly revisofl, and have ifidiiced me to befievc thatui some mshniees, 
at any ratc^ most serious error has been commltt|^ In framing these ancl 
tliat laiige SurinjamK have been reported as of an hereditary nnturei which, 
under the orders of tlie Court of Directors on whieli tlio lists were fnimedj 
Iiavc no elnim whatever to be included as such^ 

2. One case, ami Um one to which 1 will now confine myself, has 
occurred with repaid to the Surinjatn of Krishna Kao Neelkunt Moozumdar, 
<^r]tcrcd as No. 47 of Class 1. (i, hereditary), and valned in the lists at 
Jts. U,5044)-! 1, A few diiys ago, wliile perusing the letter hooks of the AmU’ 
nutdbirs who nearly twcjity yenrs ago were in charge of the Peshwas' records, 
my attention was attracted to an ahstruet of evidence furnished by them, 
relating to the village of Walkcc, in the N uggur Cullectoratc, wliicli forms a 
portion of the Moozumdai's t^urinjam. The Amanutdars’ abstract rcferi’ed to 
the registry of tlie Sunud gi anting Wulkee as Budut Mooshabim^’ in 
A. n. 175a 

3. Tt at once occurred to me tlmt 1 had seen the Moozumdar^a Surinjam 
entered in the lists as an hereditary one (f. e. one granted previoua to a, u. 
1751), and so it has turned out to be the case ; the rea.sons assigned in the 
lists being—There exists a record in the Poona Duftur which speaks of die 
grant of tills Surinjam in thsyeai Keheday KImmsain (A. d. 1750),” 

4. I have referred to the Pesliwaa' diaries, and obtained a copy of tlio 
registry of the Sunud referred to in my 2nd paragraph: the registry distinctly 
states Walkce to have been granted in a, d. I76G, as “ Badnl Mooshaliira/' 
and not in tieu of any previous grunt, 

- 5, Under tliese eircuiaatances, Uiere seems such a good prtnt^ facte case for 
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Kiippnhitif^ til at a portion of the MoozumfUr's Surinjain—ami a very lar^e ]H>r- 
lion too, Uf4 ’VValkce is viihicd at nine oat of' the eleven thousand rupees, (the 
value ijf tile who hi Sui-iiijaiu—vide paragraph "2,)-^ was not granted in 1750, as 
reenided in the Agent's lists, that \ have thought it right not to delay a re(er- 
eru T to you, in rase you sliould deem it advisable to submit this report for 
Uio orders of Ciov'enimcnt. 

J have tlie honour to be, &e. 

(Signed) T. A. Cow per, Captain, 

Assistant Inam Commissioner. 


is'o, lom. 

Dfitcil J^aona, Ifi^A SvpUnJit:^ 1852. 

Caption Cmvpri's letter No. 1122, dated 15th September 1H52, is submitted 
for iIk+ ortleis ol' (ioviTiiiiient iiH to whether or not the Moozuindar’^s humre 
of Walkee &houfd be im|uii'rd into hy tills deparlment. The Inam Commis- 
siorier has already had <K^easloii to phiec on n]eoj*d hin suspicion of the faiiUi- 
nei^f^ of the Suiiajaui lists^in some oaseS| (Ttiam Coiurnissloncr'is letters to 
Iilovennmint, ami 952, dated respectively the I7tliaiid 2lfit Auguat 

1852,) by wliirh Coveriimcni are likely to flufl'er great jiermanent loss, if mi 
su e taken h’U’ the eonection of errors. The present discovery by Captain 
Cowper, tliei-efori', has not surprised the Inam Corumissioner, tJiough it will 
luoi^t likely both scn jiriw! and disapjioint Government and the Court of Direc- 
l«us, who have iinagijied thujic lishs to be worthy of confideiice* 

(Signed) W, Hart, 

Inarn Commisijionen 


No. ^1408 OF 1853. 


To C. J. Mankon, Efsq,, 

Ijiiiiu Comnussioner. 


PoLITICjVL Di^PARTHENT* 


Sia,—With refei’enee to my letter No. 4831, dated the 5th November 1852, 
I am directed hy tiie Right Honorable the Governor in Council to transmit 
for your information an exti^act, paragraph 21, from a despatch from the Honor- 
able the Court of Directors, No. 27, dated the 18th May last, and to state that 
Government awaits a further report from you on the case of Krishna Hao 
N enlh u nt Mooznmdar. 

I have the honour to be, A:c. 

(Signed) A. Malet, 

J^&mhay Castle, \tli A^gmt 1853, Chief Seci'etavy, 
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ExiFdH Pat^a^apk 21 frotA n Dcsptflch from tha Himorahlo ihe Court tf 
]}irecUa’s, dated Ute iSift 18^^* 

Para, 2L Wc regret to observe that Mr* Ifart'a impress^ion of the 
iiicorrectxicijH of the iiilonnation on which the H^urijijanfi lists ’sverc li amtHl is 
apparently conKfiiied by another iiiKtance, timt oi' Kiishna llao Neelknnt 
MoDzuindar, the greater jjart ot' whose eshite appcnii^ fioin the Peshwas^ 
recni'ils to have been gianted in 175b, and nob a!^ the lists stiite^ in 1750, 
Tins, ami all sUullar ca^iios, should be referred to Mr* VVaidoii for e?L]>lanaliun 
and report* 


IVo* 497 OF 1H53, 


From Captain T. A. Cowffr, 

Assistant Tnaiii ConimisHiOJier, 

To C* J* Maxson, lisrp, 

liiam Commissioner. 


2}(tU\l Pormitf 21ml October \SbAy. 

* 

Sni,—Agreeably to tlie mstnictions noted in the inargiii, mid witli referenee 

Cliii-r s«-rp<.iry’» ktn-r un iUe siiliji-ct, I 

Ktu An- hare the honour to subiuit a roport upon the Surin- 

irikiit ]mi1 ilium Cmr.- ^ ^ n i ■ - i 

SiiMniiir'* ... Jt"™ Cllti-ivtl (l« >o. 4^ i>l 1. Ill tllO ICVlsml 

N(j. tlic itkni* li^ts of yurinjams forwarded to Uovenimeiit on the 

2(jth Och>her 1847 by the Agent for Siitlars, jMi‘, Prewn, 

2. The entry in Mr. McDonneirs metuoiunduiu on Jiighcars rcganfiiig 
Ihifl Surinjmn was us follows ;— 

" No. f>,—Tatia Moojuuiidar*—Exd, 


“ AhrurdHitjf/itr. 

Monjd Walkce, Pnrguna Punday Purgatiiii **Tls. 10/249 8 0 


Piioproo, Turuf Canjee JJboeerec, MotkEissa Uiniil «• 381 0 0 

Wuiliiair, Tnruf Ganjeo lihoccrce, Mokassu, 390 0 0 


Total in Alntiednugg^ir* 11s* 11,020 8 0 
Pooitu. 

Munje Wiidewlo, Tnruf Naney Mawul, half the 


piudiicc*..... ....*..« i ****»•■«« • lU* 100 10 J 

18 bcegats of Imid, Kusha Poona 18 0 0 

7 beegas of ditto, Moiijd Dhandree, Tuinf llitvailec. 31 0 0 

Makassa imd Pabtee, flloujo Manjrce, Tunif ilavaike, 

I^nnit Poona ..* 6dU 0 0 
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Palimbh, Turuf Sundas, Prant roona, Mckassa. >** 

Rs* 

J51 

10 

0 

Bliowrapoor, Turuf Sundas, Prant Poona, Mokassa. 


77 

10 

u 

Total in Poona - - «• 

Rs, 

SS7 14} 


KhtmdeUh. 





MotiJo Tamboley Ooodrook, Purguua CliaJeesgaum - lEs* 

1,143 

2 

0 

Rookday, Purguna Chaleesgaum •-.,,---4. 


464 

9 

0 

Blmjiayguum, Purguna Chalcesgauin * . ^«• * » «* *.«•. 

¥ 

085 

5 

D 

Total in Khandeish,. . 

* Us. 

3,2y3 

0 

0 

Grand Total Jagheer. «# 

* Ra. 

14,201 

ili 


“ Inam* 





“ A hmediiuijfffir^ 





80 beegus of land of KusIhi Soopf;h * ■ *. - *. -. • i ■ - - 

Rs. 

30 

0 

0 

** Poojia, 





Moiije Bopkhcl, TurufIlarailee 

Rs* 

695 

1 

0 

Total luam + • - * 

1 Rs* 

735 

1 

0 


Grand Total«*»«lis. 14,9126 7 j 

Mok 9999 and Babtee Umylfl of ManjrtiC?, hi the Poonu 
Soohbai amount to Rs. 783-3-0, out of which turn the GoTernment have 
Rft. 28:^-2-0, flud the remainder, Rs. 600, j^oes to Tatia Moozumdar, a» 
ulinwti on the other side* 

" Tlie Surdeahinookee, Babtee, and Moka^^isa Unnila of Tamboley^ 
Rookday, and Bhanay^um, in Kliajidejah, amount to Us. 1,228-7-0, and 
belong to GovejTimnit, 

** G. I'lie Duilur and diBtriet accounCa, with hi^ f^tatement, all an 
to the sources, with the exception of Its. 30 of land in Wanke, Ahmediuit;- 
^ur district, claimed hy tile MootHittdecs, hut not shown iti eitiiier of the 
fithera. The collections in Ahmednu^ur Rs. 6,606-2-0; in 

Khandcisli Its. l5U-9j ; Rookday is stated to be deserted* The villugos in 
Chalccsgaum i re stated in Captain Brij^s* Srf^Iish statement us Inani; tJiey 
are down, however, in the Mumthee papers, of which the other is a 
tmuBlation, as Surinjam, as which the Mootsudee himself also claims 
thern. Ills fees, pay, &c. he says amounted to Rs* 54,884. He had also the 
village of Nldbowlec in Inam from Aiigrla, which he resumed last year, and 
he prays interference in getting it restored to him/^ 

ii. In Mr. Elphinstone's lists of JagheerS forwarded by him to the Su¬ 
preme Govenuneut on the 25t]i Octobci- 1819, die Suriujam to be CQiitiiiucd 
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to Tatia MoozumJar"^ euteTC:d tks Ho. G tn theClftSB of Mootsiuleeaf tlio 
following la no fj^ctrart from the liute:— 
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4* With a letter No. 121, dated the 2»tli October 1H22, Mr* Cliaiiliu, who 
Imd sueci^t^ded Mr, Elphiiistone as CoinmijsHio^er in the Deecaii, auhniittc^d to 
tlio lioud>ay (ioirern merit u negistni-'^ of restored personal .Fngheera, showing 
tliid ^tirinjam to have been i-esbired to Niiro PfcclkQnt Taiia Moozumdar j 
the cnti'y in the register is below extractetl 
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fi. In the iitits firamcd by the Deputy Agent for SiiclaiS; Mr. in 

1834, the Surinjam was entered, as No. 7 of Cliiss L, In the name of Krishna 
Tlao NceJkuijt, the grandson of the former incumbent, who had died on the 
T9fh Aj)ril 1833, ajid tis his son, Neelkunt Uao, had died before his fiLther, 
(Jovernment sanctioned (Chief Secretary's letter No. of the 22nd Jniie 
183^1) tlie continuance of the Surinjam to tlie grandson- to these Jiats, a. b, 
] 7bG was entered as the date of original graiit of the Surinjam, the estimated 
real vtklue of which was shown to be Rs. 7,723-(i-0. 

G. The reviBion by the Agciii, Mr. Marriott, of Iiis Deputy's lists, did not 
affect the above entry in rcgunl to either tlie dale of grant nr the value of the 
Surlnjam. 'llie number was altered, and became 24 of Clasps 1. 

7, Jn the lists frametl in 1840 by Mr- Mills, the Aj^nt for 8irdars, Oic 
Furiiijam was entered as No. 27 of Class T.; the date of original grunt (a, n. 
IThii) wliich had been assigned to tfic lialding in 11 lo lists of 1834 WiU} pre¬ 
served ; and the estimated real value was shown to be the same. 

8, Tlie principles on wliicJi Mr. Mills hail fimiicd liis lists weie pronounce J 
by the Honorable the. Court of Directors to bu errtmpons, and at variance with 
tlieir intentions ; they, consequently, in adcsj>utch, No, 17, of the 2(ith OcUiber 
1H42| directed that new lists should be prqiaied under the following Rules :— 

I, (Paragraph H of Honorable Courfs dcsjjatelii.)—That all Jtigheein 
in Class 1. of Mr. Mills* list wideb bear dates tuiltnior h> 1751 as Mr. 
£|phin 3 tunc recommends, hereditary in the fullest sense of llie word, 
tfigether with those of which the dates are unknown, but which arc known 
to bo ancient.*' 

ir. (Pnrugraph 10 of Honorable Court's —** In addition to 

these ancient Jagheers, all those of more recent date winch were granted in 
i>ommututii>li for the resumption of more ancient jiossesKions (which is know it 
to have been the eiiso with some) are entitled in like mannejr to un hereditai y 
Iciiuie.” 

1 IF. (Pamgrapii 12 of IloiKirable Court's despatch.)—That “ with regard 
In Suiiujam giants lieiLriiig date subnequeut to 1751, rcBumptioii after a 
second gGneration fnim the conquest, making a pensionary provision ef|uai 
to hair the ni't j roeecds of the Hurinjum lands for tlie generation no\t sue^^ 
c ceding, I mu Id be the genei'al rule.” 

IV. (Paragraph 12 of Honoi'able Court's despatch.)—That ** cases in 
which Mr. Elphlnstoue may have recommended 'a more extended provision’ 
sliuuld be ECjiarately and specially considered, as abo any other cases 
deemed to require such consideration.” 

!f. In 1844 Mr, Waiden, the Agent for Sirdars, submitted lists framed 
on thu pilnciplcs laid duwLi by llie iiouoiablc Courts mid iu these lists the 
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Surinjiim of Krislma Rai) Neelkunt Mooiumdar entered as No. 46 of 
I. ; A. u. was sussigned as the date of original grant, but in the eolumn 
cjf “ Rcruarks^' t]ie following explanation was afforded;— 

“ The date of this gnmt given in the lists of 3834 is a. d. 1756, the year 
hi which the bulk uf the Surliijnni was granted; but as It appears that the 
Sui'injaindui-'s family received the village of Wudewle in 1750, he has been 
allowed the benefit of this early grant In die insertkm of his estate in tins 
class.” 

The follow ifig is a eojnplde extract from Mr» Warden’s lists. 
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APPENDIX 11* 


D 


iO. Mr. Warden’s* lists weie sent for revision to Jits successor, Mr. Brown, 
\ifith the (^hief 5letretai’y^a letter No, 1896 of the 9th May 1846, and in this 
letter one of the points to whieh Mr. Brown’s attention was specially directed 
was the principle which Mr, Warden had applied to the Moozumdar's Surin- 
janij of considering; the whole of an estate entitled to hereditary continuano^i 
hficawse a very small portion of it had been ^;ranted before a, d, 175K 

IL The same thinfr hud been done with regard to the Snrinjam of the 
Ra^itln rarnily, and frovemment, in noticing this, observed (paragraph 8 of 
(’hief Eiecretary’s letter),—^ 

** In the statement prepared by Mr. Marn<itt and Mr, Warden in 18^4, 
ibis Suiinjam is entered as having been granted to the Itastia famify in 
l|ii;i year 17611; hut Mr. Warden now statc^i that this is an error, and that it 
was grante<l in the year 1746. This point is of considerable importance, 
.><liijre, if the latter be the correct «late, this Surinjam will, tinder the recent 
orders from the llononible t^iiurt, Jiecouic au hereditary grant, but in iha 
1hnnfli“ tuLHc it will be resumnble after u second generation from the ron- 
ijuest, a pensionary proviiiioii ctjual to a moiety of half the net proceeds of 
rhe Surinjam being gimitcil to the generation iieKt succeeding. Mr, Warden, 
ill explanation of bis having entered this grant in bis present statement as 
having been originally conferred in the year 1746, instead of 1763, ob¬ 
serves:—^ 111 the lijits prepared in 1834 tlie date of tlic original grant is 
statctl to be 1763, which was llie yc&r in which this family received the 
bulk of its Simnjam, namely ten lakhs of riipecs per annum; but during the 
f present researcliCj^, tW'O granbi—'tiamely of the villages of Mohokul and 
Ikolnc!—have bnen discovered, bearing the date herein given (1746)/ The 
two villages referred to produce u total annual revenue of Ks, l,301'8-6, 
which bears a very triding proportion (o the entire Surinjam, which consi^taof 
tinrty-iline vlUagea, of the annual value of ITa, 62,212-74-3. Before, there¬ 
fore, it can he admitted that the whole fif tills grant was made, as now 
alleged by Mr, Warden, in the year 1746, instead of 1763, as entered in the 
previous statements, it will he requisite that equally clear and satisJkctury 
proof be afforded in regard to each of the other thirty-seven viUages as in 
the case of the two villages above alluded to," 

12, Tn Mr, Warden^a lists tlie value of the whole of the Moozumdar^s 
Surinjam had been shown at Hs. 11,504-9-11, while the value assigned to Wu- 
dewlt, the grant of which in 1750 Mr. Warden Imd assigned (see paragraph 
9 of this letter) as his reason for entering the whole estate in the class of 
hereditary Suriujams, waia no more than Us, 109-10-6, or less than ojsi-Aua* 
dredth part of the entire value of the Surinjam, 

13. In the 15th paragraph of the Chief Secretary’s letter, Mr. Brown’s 
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Attention waa still fiirtlier directed to the necessity of correctly ascertaining 
the date of grant of each holding; {jovcmmeiit ohacrred 

Tlaving now notlccdsiich of the Surinjama in L in regard Co whtcli 
further precise infornmttoii is required, I am desired to point out in what 
respecte this List is generally defective, and to request that you will be 
pleased to prepare an amended list containing the following additional in¬ 
formation, 

**2. Under the column beaded 'Remarks/ dear and detailed iiifor- 
mation shoukl, in eaeli case, be given in regard to the proofs which exist of 
the Surinjam having been granted to the family of this holder from the date 
alleged t in all coses in whicli yon are iii:kt perfectly luitisfied of the correct¬ 
ness of the allegctl date of grant, you arc req masted te state your reasons 
for entertaining such doubt/' 

14* Such Were the instructions under which Mr. Ilrown, on the 26th Octo¬ 
ber 1347, submitted to Goveiimiont iTcvised lists in which| as No. 47 of CiasH 
f., Me frliok Surivjtm of Krishna Itao IVeelkunt MooKumdai was entered as a 
grant of a* i>* 1760, Not only were the very dj»^tinet instructioos of Govern¬ 
ment which I have just quoted (see pamgi-aphs 10,13,12, and 13 of this letter) 
disregarded, but tfie n^inarks in Mr, Warden's lists which explained (see para¬ 
graph 19 of this letter) how the case stood, tctrc expit and tiie following 
substituted 

" There exists a record in tlie Poona Duttur, which speaks of the grant 
of this Surinjam in the year Relied ay Khumsain (a, o. 1750},'^ 

(A complete extract fi’om the revised lists will be found on the next page,) 

15* Tliese facte were not before mo when, on tlie l5tJi September 1362, 
I reported in my letter No* 322 that the date of grant of the larger portion of 
this Snrinjam had, apparently, been erroneousiy entered in tlie revised fists j 
it is only now, on going thoroughly into the case, that I find the erroneous 
entry to have been made under circumstancea whicli it is not for me to cha- 
Tocterige,—I have endeavoured to state them correctly and clearly, and I Impe 
that 1 have succeeded in doing so* 

16* The Surinjamdar does not appear in tins case to have been called upon 
to make any written atatement of his claims, nor to produce the documen¬ 
tary proof in his pogseasion in support of them, ba among the Murathee papers 
received from the Agent for Slrdata nothing of the kind is forthcoming. 
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17. Th^ items uf the Surinjam tvas coiti[3oeedr accvrdmg to tJie lirtL^ 
of 1844 and the reviiH;d of 1847, are below entered at the valuation 
which wftA asfii^ed to them, and 1 have added a column ehowing the correct 
date of grant 


Oflte nf rin^ftntl 
tiruit. 


Belt j re 
A. Op i 751 . 


ItcmH. 


VAlue ut^gHvI In 
Liiti oMR44 It Re- 
vteBd UiliionB47. 

Hq. r* p. 


SHna:ri[«. 


The MolcaasH Unnil* ami n piirtioi) ofi 
the Kill a Bah aofl FoujilnTee Umuh! 
of the village of Pitiiprce JuLsebj 

N ugguT Collcrtoral* ... 

The Moka^sn Uioul, and a portion of 
the Jaglioer and Zillaliab Umula of 
tlie villjigcorWitdtiairKhooii'd, Nng- 

gur CollectqrAte ....*, 

Tin? Moka^ tJmid of the village of' 
WadetFlL\ reona CoUcctorate .,.. 
Loud in the village of Uhanoree, I^na' 
ditto . P,.. .... 

Total valtic of granln tnadc liefgre 
A. o. I/O 1 . 


A. n, J ^ Land in the rity of Poon*II 

Ap o. 17i'jii-SG.. p The town of Walkee, Niiggur Uollec- 

torate .. 9^83 

r Tlic MokeiiAs and llahtt^ llunda of the 
Ap Up 7 village cf jl»rijrL*Cj Poona OoJJcc- 

[ torate .. TitH 

r Tlie MokaaBn Umui of the village of» 

i-'on/iij Dhalimnbj Poona CoUectoirate. 15 

A. p, J/..J-OU ^ Bhowm- 

jjoor* ditto ditto p.. 71 

f^The Jagliecr Uiniil of the village of ^ 

I Tam holey Boodrook, Klmndeiah floU | 

Ap d. 17d,> ., < Icctomte ....... p ..... ..... i > 3K 

J Ditto ditto of ditto of Houkday do. do. j 
1 Ditto do. of do- cf Bhanaygauiu do. do. J 
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0 
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131 

m 


77 

h) 

0 


Ap d, I7d.> ., < 


i 10 9 


1 

[a 


Ditto do. of do. cf Bhenaygauiu do. 


Total value of grants made BubiiC' 

'itiently to a. d. 1731.. 10,87:2 8 .*) 

Totid value of Suriujam.. Bs. 11,504 9 11 


18. The exact date of graiit of the fifst three items s|>ecified in paragraph 
17 hoB not been discovened, but lettern of injunction <Takeed Putm) and 
other documentfij either dated before a. d. 1761 or distinctly referring to tlie 
holding a* having been in tlie posseaflion of the Mooiumdar prior to that year, 
have been found among the records of llie Peahwas' Government. 

19, The fourth item, land in tlie village of Dhanoree, was giunted in 
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A, i>, but it wae ui commutation for iond prc?joiuJy held in the city 

ofFoaiuif Bnd which had been ^nted before a, n, J75I, 

20. He^etriea of Sunuda granting the hfUi, sixth, and seventh items are 
turtlicoming in the State diaHes and ledgers, and show them to have been new 
granhf, and not grants made in lieu of, or in commutation for anytliing held 
[ireviously. 

21. The eighth and ninth items, t)ie Mokassa Umuls of the villages of 
Dhalimb and Bhowrapoor, were not originally gnuited by the Peshwa, In whoKs 
accounts they are entered up to a. n. 1758-50 as alienated!, tlie former to 
Veshwunt llao Bhoslay, and the latter to Ramchundar Damodhur; the first 
entry in the Mofi^uiudar's name is found in an account for a, d. i7€3-(j4, in 
which the Umuls arc shown to have been then held hy him from the two par¬ 
ties above named, so tliat the li-ansfer apparently took place at some jieriod 
between A. ii. l759-fi0 and l7t?El-fi4, 

22. Noithei^ Yeshwuat Rao Bhoslay nor Itanichunder Damodhur ]m>s- 
sestted aiitJiority tr> alii'nite the public revenue, so that in them two iiiHtanc<!S, 
and ill all similar cases, the date of grant must, I presume, be held to be that 
on which the transfer heeamc an authorised one, either by its entry in authen- 
(ii! accounb? of the Government or by its specific recognitton by competent 
authority; and even the absence of any such entry or recognition must, 1 
apprehend, be eoaetrued in favour of' the claimant, unless proof to the contrary 
should be forthcoming. 

211. supplying lliis jiruiciple to tlie Mfikasea Umiil of each of the two vil¬ 
lages of Dhalimh and llliownipoor, the grants have been considered to have 
been made in A. D. 1759-G(), because there is no proof that after tliat year they 
were not authoriscdly litdd by tlie Moozumdar. 

24. The question discussed In the last four jiaragraplis fs, however, one on 
wlilch no decision has, as far as I am aware, been ever passed by Lhc Govern- 
iiient; and if so, it seems very desirable that a definitn rule should be laid 
<lown. 

25. The tenth, eleventh, and Iwellth items were granted by the Mognlb 
in A. J>. 1768, by a Bunud which was confirmctl by the Pesliwa in a. i>. 
1774-75. 

26. It thus app<^ra that out of the twelve items entered in tlie revised lists 
at a valuation of Rs. 11,5(14-9-11, oaly four, valued at Hs. 632-1-6 (see para ¬ 
graphs 13 and 19 of this letter), or about oue-ei^Ateenih part of the Surinjam, 
are, under the Rules laid dovm by the Ifonorable Court of Directors, contiiiu- 
able on hereditojy tenure j the remaining portion, of tlie value of Rs. 10jli72-8-5 
(Bce paragraplis 2U to 25 of this letter), being oontinuahle for two generations, 
with a pensionary provision to the generation next AUcceeding. 

27. The present incumbent, KriBhua Kao Neelkunt, the second holder uf 
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the Surinjam liince llie mtrucluctioK of iJie Brititi]] Government, hut is the 
third generation sijiee Chat period (see paragraph 5 of this letter). On Uiis 
subject the orders of the HonorabJe the Court of Directors, conveyed in the 
12th paragraph of their despatch Ffo. 29 dated the 3let October 1849, arc 
below quoted:— 


** 12. This estate, under tlic ItuTcs laid down by uu, was to be continued 


** 1 The Surinjinij vii- 
iicdat Kn. l.l^t per an* 
iiiiin, in thiu Ahdicdiiiij|cf(ur 
CoUectoratc, held by the 
latb Byherjec Moalcv, jiii- 
thoritetl tabcciJDtinunl for 
Life to thu fpwdsOli of tUe 
ilcceoaed. 


for two generations, of which the deceased By- 
herjee Mootee counts us the iirst, and hts son Ka- 
gojee, who died before him, would,^ if he had sur¬ 
vived, have counted as the second: in these 
circumstances tiio admission of u third generatiion, 
on tUilure of a second, was a vety libetui interpre¬ 


tation of our oixlers, which we shall not interfeiti 


within the picsent coscj but which must not be considered as u rule for the 
future: you should be determined, In granting or witJihoIding such an 
irululgcnce, by the circumstiuices of tlic ca^e/’ 


28, An account of the Peahwa's debts frumed in A. n, 17b7-fift show!» tlmt 
the oIHcg of Moostumdar liad been in a* n, 1782-63 conferred on Haboo Dixit 
Putwurdluiu, in consulcration c»f his buving lent to the Peshwn two lakhs of 
rupees* Althougli this account does not show tlie official Snrliijam to have 
l>een transferred with the ofhee, there can be little doubt that it was so, as it 
WHS restored in a. o. 176fi-t57 to Naro Noeikunt, the grandfather of die 
present incnmlicnt, by a iSunud the i-eglatry of which ia lorthcondng In iJic 
State recordr^, 

1 have the honour to he, &c. 


(Signed) T, A. Cowpkh, t^uptaiii, 
Assisitunt Inam Cuiumissionor, 


No, 2670, 

P-J UTICA L Dli PArTMJSWT, 

Prom C, J. Manson, 

iuam Gummiasioiier, 

Tt» A, MALifr, Esq,, 

Chief Secretary to Government. 

^ Dated Kirkee^ OtU^her 1853* 

SiB j—With reference to my letter No* 2645 dated 19th instant, and 
original accompaniment, relative to the Surinjam No. 20 of Class f., in which 1 
ventured to state how little Government can depend on the accuracy of 
the revised Surinjam lists, 1 have the honour to submit another origmal lettei, 
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No, 497 dated 22nd instant, from my AswAtant, Captain Cowper, ragardlng 
the Surinjam of Krishna Baa Neelknot hfoozumdar, No* 47 of Ctaas I, 

3* The only concluslott at which I can arrive, after perusing the first four¬ 
teen paragraphs, is that a gross fraud was practised upon Mr* Brown j 
either wise, he could never have departed sa widely from the pointed instructions 
laid down for his guidance in this very case, 

S, I beg to express my opinion that, for tlie reasons given in paragraph 22, 
Captairii Cawper has rightly fixiid the year a, n, 1759'fiO aa the one in which 
the grants of the Mokasso. Umula of eacli of tile vrllages of Dhalimb and 
Bhowrapoor were made to the Moozumdar’s fumily* 

4. The result of Captain Cow pel’s tiivestigation is to prove that out of the 
whole 3urinjam of Rs. n/>04-*9-ll, about one-eighitenth part only, valued at 
Kb. 632-1-0, was actually or constructively acquired before a, p* 1751, and is, 
therefore, continnable on hci'cditiiry tenure, whilst the remaining portion, of the 
value of Its. 10,872-8-5, Ib continuuhle only for two generations, W'rUi^a pen¬ 
sionary provision to the generation next succeeding^' (see paragraph 26), and 
not on hereditary teiiurt! uLso, ns Governmeni had been Jed to suppo^* 

The ueeottd generation lias already passed away, and it remains for 
Government to deeiflc what their intentions are with regard to the present 
jiicumbeut, who, altliough of the third generation, \s only the second holricr of 
tlie Surinjam (see paragraph 27)* 

] have the honour to be, kc, 

(Signed) C* J* Manson, 

Inam CommisEioner, 


Political Depaktment* 


To II. L. Anderson, Ksq>» 

Secretary to Govtinment, Bombay. 


Sir,“I have the honour to submit my remarks on Mr* Chief Secretary 
Malet's letter No* 5223, dated tlie 8th December i853, with encloaurea from 
the Inam Commissioner, regarding the Surinjam of Krishna Rao Neelkunt 
Mooiumdar. 

2* This Is the last unanswered reference regaidiing Surinjams, which I had 
put aside pending a reference to the late Bheemrao Bamajee; and whether 
1 look to tlie rank of the Surinjamdar, to the amount of his Surinjam, or to the 
points raised for discuBsion, it is the most important of your references- 

3, Mr* Elphinstonn left on record (see Mr, Elphinstone's Surinjam list, 
** Mootfiudees, No. C) that Tatta Moozumdar was a great officer of the iZ^os' 
time, and had held an allowance, estimated at Rs. 14,201; that he was 
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un fin(;i£nt offirer of lliP and in of ;E^reat emolumeiiti 

Ijefoio the war; on ac(;oQiit of whioh be reconimencled that he should receive* 
on hereditary Ccnui'e, the whole of his Jagbeer, which it was computed lit hud 
lield Hiitty-five yeans before tlit British atcesiiDti. 

4* It is quite Impossible to believe thftt Mr» Elphinstone recorded this 
witiiout searching the Poona JOuftur as it came fresh from tlit hands of the 
Peshwa s own eatabliBhiiitAt, atid seeking information from the Minkters of 
tlw* Peshwa*s court who have now passed away,—-not to mention that Mr. 
I^lpliinstonek memory was stored with infoimatioji on the history of the great 
lUmilics of the country* obtained during a tong residence in the Decenn; and 
f should* therefore* hesitate long before 1 could prefer to what he lias left us 
the results of inquiries instituted at a later time* and by persons who cannot 
have his nflvantagea. I have no doubt the Inam Commissioner has re- 
arrmigcd a iiumbttr of papei’s wliieh were at dilicreiit times sent out of the 
Duftar^ and collected u vast number which were not previouely there, and 
wJiich diey sift with care ; hut 1 cannot forget that the Diiftur papers have* 
since Mr. Klplunstone's day* beqn scatk^red ovei' the countiy and passed under 
the charge of many persons* of wlirnn Ballajce Punt Nuthoo* who was n<mes- 
Horily despised by a great ofHcer of the Rajas* time**' waa one, and the noto- 
rioua ^"ursoo Fuut another; and tJiat thei’e have been many burnings of use- 
leas papens* with which* by aecidniit* important papers may have been cimsumcd ; 
an<i under all these circumstances I must be slow to Iiclieve that Mr. Efphin- 
Htone left us erroneous information* merely becauac the documents and per¬ 
sons whereby he obtained it are no longer fortbconiing, and it is not confirmefl 
by tile recoidH which are now in the Duftur; and 1 should recommend first, 
that Raejee Pend say he asked to stnte, so far as he remembers* the evidence 
on which Mr. Elpbinstone said (hat the Moostumdar had always held his allow¬ 
ance ; the word always*' being taken* from the context, to mean from " the 
Jiajas' time,” which would by existing Rules make it hereditary. 

5. When I came* in a. n. Ifi34* to look into the dale of the grant of the 
component parts of thi^ estate, 1 found the bulk of (he Surinjam to have been 
granted in a. d. 1755* and this is confirmed by wh^t Captain Cowper calls 
''the correct date of grant,'' in which* of Rs. 11*504-9-11* Rs. 9,831-9-8 are 
said to have been granted in a. d. 1765-56. 

6, In addition to* and in corroboration of Mr. Elphinstonc's testimony 
as to the antiquity of the allowance* we have, then* documentary proof ptill 
forthcoming that the bulk of the Surinjam waa in possesion of the Surinjam* 
dar's &mity two years only later than that year, possession in which gives a 
claim to inheritance in the fullest sense of Che word. 

.7* In handing up my lists (o the Oovemment* I pointed out that accord¬ 
ing to the records exii^tlng a quarter of a century after Mr. Etphinstone left 
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ibe Deccati, a very strtaJ] portion onty of tlio Swrinjams ai>swered llie require¬ 
ments of an bcr^ditary one,—viK*, tlieJittving been in pojsRO^ion before A, o, 
1761, and the Gfovemment appear to have told iny succesoor that “ equally clear 
and satisfactory proof was required in regard to each of the other villages,' 
and lifr. Brown reported,—" There exist® a record in the Poona Duftur which 
speak® of the grant of this Surinjtm in the year Eeheday Kliiimsam {a, d. 
1760)” 

8. I would recommend, secondly, that the Agent for Sirdora he requeeledj 
in cormnunicatiott with Vidyodliur Punt, who was Bheemrao llamajec^s assist¬ 
ant, to submit to Government copy and translation of that “ record.” 

9* Captain Cowi>er, in his 34th paragraph, suggratR that tlie question 
raised m his four previous paragraphs ts one on which it seem® very desirable 
time a dehnite rule should be passed. 

10. This question, if I understand Captain Cowper rightly, i® os to 
whether the age of a fiiib-giant, mudo by a person holding a grant of revenue, 
IK to be computed from the (lute of such sub-grant. 

11. I am not sure that I am expected tci state nn opinion «n this point; but 
inasmuch as the lapse to the State of the origiitai grunt would draw dowu with 
it all sub-grants held hy the grantee whose grant Imd lapsed, so, as long as 
that grant is recognised, sub-grant'? from it could not lapse to the State. To 
iijiply this,—if the alleged grant® of Yesbwunt Itao Bboalay and Rarachunder 
Dimodhur have effect AtSll, sub-graiita by them to the Mi>ozumdar might lapse 
to them, hut. not Co the State; and, on the other hand, if tlm original grants 
liave JH])S(‘d, thert the sub-gimits liave lapscfl also, unlesH the sub-grantee can 
show a title fmm the sovereign, as well a® from tlie original grantee®. 

13. 1 do not imagine llmt an InEimdar, or Sui-injamdar, or any other de- 

iscription of landholder could be equitably precluded from tnahiug assignment 
of portions of such land, to have effect so long only as the f nam, or Surinjam, 
or otiicr grant may lastp 

13, i do not know whether the case under reference is one on which the 
Moozumdar has been “called on to prove hi® title”; hut a® we liear nothing in 
Captain Cowper's letter of the nature of his answer to the objections token to 
ills title, or of the documentg produced by him in support of it, 1 conclude that 
this remains to be done; and in the absence of all answer to the objections 
taken, it ia impossible to fcome to asatiafaetory concluaion on the subject. 

I have the honour to be, £c. 

(Signed) John WARa>xir* 


^/mbayf May IB66. 
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Po UTICA [. DEFABTMBNTr 


M l 5 «ORAN DirM.^Tlifi Scci et&i'y to Government in the Polititral Department 
|>iY;senh^ Jits cotziplimentH to Cujihuti Cowper^ <md with I'efeticnce to his letter 
Ut thij u.flduc'iFi of Mi\ Mani^on, duted the 22nd Oetober, No. 407 of 1833, sub¬ 
mitted to Government with Unit Ofhonr's letter No, 2079 duted the 24th 
of the same month, relative to the f^nrinjam of Kvtshiia Rao Neelkunt Mon- 
^tnmdar, to forward copy of a letter from tJie J Ir^noraUe Mr. Warden dated 
the i9t1i May Irtst^ and rcqueslA that Captain Cow per will put the question 
to Haujee Fendsay noted at tlie latter end of the 4th paragraph thereof, and 
liBcertain from ViJyudlmr Fnnt, thiough the /\gent for Sinlais if net;eEjsai(^', 
what was the; recoixl to wliieli Mr,. Brown alli:idc;d when in the column of re~ 
niiirks hi hH entry of Krishna Rao Neelkunt Moozumdar^s t?ui'iiijuin iir 
stiiteJ—" There exists a m:ord in the Pouiia Duller which spf^tik^ of the 
gitint of 1 his Snrhijam in thc^ year EelleJuy Khmnsaiii (a« n. 1760). ' 




fSignnI) U. L. ANDiiiiftoN, 

^iei-retarv to Ciovcrnnieut. 

m* 


Nt>, 297 or I Woo. 


PoUflCAC i \ f. 

J}ate(i l^oona, 20fA iWarc^ 

Captiiin Cowper presents his compliments to tlie Political Secretary, and in' 
reply to his memorandum No* 1052 of the 5lh instant, begs to submit tfie 
following imnslation of the queistions which, in accordance with tlie order of 
Government, were on the 10th instant put to Vidyadhm- Purushram, anfl of 
the replies recorded (a copy ts annexed),— 

In the Surinjam lists framed by the late Agent, Mr* Brown, 
the Surinjam of Krishna Hdo Neelkiint Moozomdar is entered as Nc^ 47 ot 
Clas« 1,, with an entry against it in the column of remarks to the clFcct 
that there is a record in the Poona Duffcur showing the Surinjam to have 
been gi-antcd in Echeday Khumsain (a, d* 1760)* State what you Lni>w 
reganling the Muiatlicc documents upon the authority of whith this cJilry 
was made. 

In die column of r^marka of the entry of this Surinj&iu in tiie 
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Murathee Surinjam Hats tJie iotlowing years are entered on die: CTidence 
a^HoHed by the Duftur 

Toefia Sulascen, corresponding with A. n. 1731?; 


Suba Arbain, 

do.. 

do* 

1746; 

Eeheduy Khumsaiu, 

do. 

do. 

1750; 

Scot Khumsazn, 

do* 

do. 

1755; 


[ do hot linow what they have written in the English lists, ortJieit antliotity 
for it. 

Q.—State if you know who translated these Murathee Ufits into EngUsli. 
ji.^The late Sheristodar llhcemrao Ramch under nsed to irad tlie 
Murathee to Mr* John Hanson, who translated English. 

2, Vidyadhur Pnruslirain’s stateniqiit ncgardiiig the Minn thee lists is cor¬ 
rect, as on exarninatiim they am fonud to contain, as pointi^d out by hitn, an 
eutiy describing tho Surjijjiim as one jjartially granted before, and partially 
after A. d. 1751, 

3, It now, therefore, appe^ars that the correct datn of grant was not only 
known, but was axlua lly rcconlod in the Agent s Of! ice, and that tliC altera¬ 
tion to<jk place in pTeparing the English lists. 

4, It may be well scc'cinelly to state the circiimslanees under whieli tins 
done. Mr. Warden imdndcd tilt J^ndnjam in bis lists of grants which, as 

made I>e 1 brc a. d. 1751, were pvoptjscd for lieic'ditary continuance, but at tile 
same time stated tiiat the bulk of it hud Ijcen granted as late as a. d. 1755. 
finvemment returned these lists for revision to Mr. Brown, and specially de¬ 
sired that olHecr to asr^ciiitin and record the date of grant of each portion oJ 
each Surinjam projjosed (o be continued hcn^ilitaiily ; and it wa 8 ^ 17 % to 
thiH order that Mr, WuiTden's entry wfus erased, iind a remark substituted, de- 
daring—-"There exists a record In the Poona Diiflur which sfKiaks of llie grant 
of this Surinjam in the year Echeday Khuinsaiu (a, o, 1750)"' ■ while it now 
transpires that when tins was written, the very levelse had actually been ascer¬ 
tained from the Poona Dutlnir and recorded in the Agents Office. 

i>, Haojec PandBay haw been abo referred to, and Jias stated that to the 
best of hb belief Mr, I'Jjdunstone confounded the Moo^umdar's holduigs 
with those of the Punt Amatya (bolli tliesc functionaries being ofliccjB ot the 
Uajas^ time); but that however this may be, the MocKumdarV hnldiiigs were 
not, with the exception of the small portion shown in the report now before 
Govemmant (see paragraph 17 of Captain Cowper's report IVo, 497 dated 
the 22nd October 1363) hold or granted before a, n, 1751. 

(Signed) T. A. Cowpei?, Captain, 
inam Couiuitssiuncr Nurthern Division. 
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.\fi. \m OP 1855 . 

Political Department. 

* Dated PooTUt^ 2lst March 1855* 

Opj^ice Memorandum.—C aptain Cowper pneaenta hia compliments to tlic 
l^oiitical Secretaryf and, witli reference to paTngrnpli 5 of liia memorandum 
No. 297 of yesterday’s date, in which the Punt Amatya and the Moozumdur 
arc litated to have been both “officers of tliu Tlajas' time/’ begs to explain 
tliat hotli were not, however, officers of tlte Itafa: tlie Puut Amatya was, 
bnt the Mooy.uiudar was not,—lie was the Mo<izunidnr ff the PesAira, appf>ijit- 
etl when liallnjec Vjahwanatb obtuineci the PeshwashifL 

(Sis^ned) T. A. CowrKU, Captain, 

Inam Commisstoner Northern Division. 


So. 259ti OF isrih, 

H<tLJTJt:AL DKPAFTniiMT- 

I'roLii II. L. Andeu^on, 

Secrctai'y to (Government, iiomhay, 

To Captain T. A. Cowprh, 

Special I’ommissioned, in cliai^^o ol'AJienattoii Dcpartmenl. 

Dated 20l/t Mai/ LKfjd. 

Sill,—HeJeniiig to Mr. Matiaun's letter No. 2G70, dated tlie 24th OchdKM 
1853, with enclosure, I am directed hy the Ulglit Honorable the Governor in 
Ccnnicti to transmit for your information copy of a resohition passed tliercon 
by Oqvenimcnt, dated tfie 9tli instant, relative to the Surinjam of Krisliiia 
ilao Neclkunt Moommdar, which is entail as No, 47 of Cloijs I. of the re¬ 
vised lists of 1B4T; and to state that the ipiestioiks tJieiiein embiaced will 
be referred for the consideration and orders of the Ilonoiable the Court of 
Directors. 

i have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) If. L. Andbri^n, 

Secretary to Guvcmmeiit. 

Doiftlfui/ Casiirf 20t/i Mo// 185(1. 
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Hgsoluiwn tfie Jhard, dated 9th May 1856* 

—The dis£uE^ion relative to the Surinjeta of KHehna Rao ^aei~ 
kunt Moo^umdar disclofiea^ perhaps, the Most dating of the many frauds 
which have been brouglit to light by the Inam CommisBioner* 

2. Tlie Moozntndar family posaeased a Snrinjam of the value of Re. 14,201 
(Kumal), composed ofTitlages, Mokassa Umuls, and detached lands, in the 
CollccCorates of Poona, Ahmed nuggur, and Khandeiah. These were continued 
to Tatia Moozumdar by Mr. Elphiiistone as hereditary, on account of his 
iuiccstor having been a great officer in the time of the Rajas of Sattara. 

Ih The orders issued by the Honorable Court in 1842 rendered necessary 
u ( iimplete revision of the lists, and those Surinjarmt only were to be regarded 
af% hereditary which had been granted before 1761. 

Mr. Warden, in his lists of J844, stated, wJtti reference to the holdings 
riT ihti Mwizumdar family, that the bulk of the Surinjarti bad been granted in 
A. u. 1765, but that as tlic village of Wade wit; had been gianted in a. n. 
175(1, the ^urinjaindar had 1>&eti allowed the benefit of this early grant in tiie 
insertion of his estate in Class I. 

6. The value of the L^urinjam was Hs. 14,2G>ti, the value of the village of 
Wudewl6 was Its. 1011. The Govcminciit wasrclitctuntLocoiitmueas heredi- 
laiy the whole L^urinjuin, on account of the early grant of this insignificant 
fraction; it, tliei-cfore, directed a particular inquiry as to tlje date of the giant 
Ilf cam'll coiupuncnt part of the Surinjuui. 

6, Mr. Warden’s successor, Mr. Brown, in answer to this reference, 
submitted revised lists, in whicli the whole Hizrinjam of Krishna Rao Neelkuni 
Monzumdur whs entered in Cla^s 1. Mr. Worden’s remark as to the 
grant of tlic bulk of the Suriujam in a. ti. 1755 was withdrawn, and the fol¬ 
lowing i-emark substituted t — 

** There exists a record in the Poona Hufinr, wJiieh speaks of the gi'ftnt 

of this Surinjam in the year Behcday Khuiuf^ain (a. d. 1750).”^ 

7, In the 17t]i puragtapb of his report, Captain Cowper shows from Uie 
Poona Duftur the dates of tlte grant of each portion of the ^^urinjam. From 
his statement it is clear, that with the exception of the Mokassa Umuls of 
Dhaltmb and Bbowrapoor, in the Poona Collectorate,—to which particular 
reference will hereafter be made,—only four portions, of the total annual 
value of Rs. 632-1-fi, were granted before 1751, the rest having been granted 
subsequently. 

8, A rclkcuco hus been uiade, at Mr, Warden’s suggestion, to Poona, to 
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Ihc present Shcristedur^ Vidyai^httr Ftiruelimm^ for tlic purpose of afiicerttiin^ 
ing whut tljc record was to which Mi'4 Brown alluded * That personas answer 
sliows diat Captain Gowper s statement aa to the dates of the grants was per¬ 
fectly correct, and that infonuaiion m accordance with that statement was 
prepared and entered in the MnraUtee Sarinjam listSf whatever may have been 
entered in the Englisli hats, 

9. The conclusion is obvious- The correct information was given in tlic 
Murathee lists, but Bheemrao, the fate SheHstednr (now dead), and his 
accomplices, must have taken care that that information was not conveyed to 
Mr, Brown, In the event after a few years, or at any subi^cqucnt period, of 
the fraud being discovered, the answer of course would be, that either Mi\ 
Brown or tlie translator had toisunderJ^lood the Sheristedur; the Murcithoe ILsti? 
would show that the erntr was uid. with the Latter officer. Tt is difficult to 
state which was the more eonsjacunus, the credulity of Mr. Brown or the 
audacity of his siLbuidinatcs. 

10, Mr, Warden fays great stresH iipmi the fact that the^iirinjam was declar¬ 
ed in Mr, Elphinstoive^s to be heicditary. This is a fact whieh, by itself, 
has nothing to <io with the dif^Mission, Tlic orders of the (Jourt in 1842 laid 
down new Rules, by which the cnntiuuance of the Surinjanis w:is to be regu¬ 
lated, By tlioHC Rules the greater part of the Mooznmdar's Suritijam would be 
included in Class 11, and not in Class L Moreover, it will be seen by Captain 
Cowper'a last repjrt, that Knojec Peiidsay was of opinion tliat Mr, Eljihin- 
fitonc confounded the lioldings of the Mouzumdur with thasc of the Punt Amat- 
ya, tlie Mo 07 <inndar having lirslri'ccivcd tlic seal nut fixini the Raja of 8attara, 
but from the Pesliwa, Ihillajee Vishwaiiath, 

n. If thcSurinjnin bo regarded as belonging to Class 11., it might, aecortl- 
ing to stncit procedure, he now iironoiiueeit to lapse, the present liolder being 
the thiixl generation, although only the second liohlcr since the conquest, lie 
would, tlierefdrc, only he enlitl^^l to a ]ie<iuniary provision. The Right J fonov- 
a.hfe the Governor in (Joiutcil would, lKHvcv<^r, iccoiumeiul to the Ifoiiorabte 
Court that the poasessiou of the present incumbent be not disturbed, but tbat 
on his doatft tlie Burinjam be resumed. 

^12, In the 21st and tliree following pu-ragraphs of lus report, Captain 
Cowper has raised a i|uestioii which demands the decision of GovcrnineiiL 
The Moknssa Umuls of DhnJimb and Bhowmpoor were not granted to tlie 
Mooznmdor by the Peshwa, but hy Yeshwiint llao Bhoslay and Ramchunder 
Bomodhur, The transfer to the MocrAumdar probably occurred in I75ft-A9j 
but tJic possession of the grantors appear^ to have existed before 1751* 
The (question raised is as to the mode in whicJi graiits of this kind should 
be dealt with. The Bight Honorable the Governor in Council is of opinion 
that Mr, Warden, in the lltli paragraph of his letter, has suggested - the 
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{>roper procedure: a sub-^ut cxi^ls ba long as the grant exials, so for as tJic 
sovereign power ia concerned. If (lie sub-grant la|iscs from failure of heirs, 
it lapses not to the sovereign power, but to the holder of the graut,'^i» c. the 
grantor of the sub-grant. If, on the other Imnd, the grant lapses to the 
sovereign power, the sub^rant lapses also, unless it has heeti recognised and 
conltrmed by the sovereign |Knver. Under this view, which is manifestly the 
one w'liicli justice would suggest, the Moktmsa Umuls of Dhalimb and Bliow- 
iu}X)or sliould be regarded as hereditary pJAi^sstotis of the Moozumdar. 

\)tfi Mfty IKfiti. 
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No. -193 os 1853. 


Fixun Captain T. A» Cowper, 

Assistant Inau> Coramissioscr, 

To C, MiiKAixN, 

tnara Ccmamisaioner, 


Daiid I^ooP<if 2&th Octiihcr 1853 . 

SiKy—I liavt the honouT, uiifler the instructions notcdl in tlio margin, to 

report upon tlie Sarlnjam entered as No, 18 of Class I. 
in the reviaed lists of Surinjams submitted to Go¬ 
vernment by the Agent for Sirdars, Mr, Brown, on 
the 26th October 1847- 

2, Tljli^ Suiinjam was entered in the Class of 
Poga. Chiefa, as shown below, in a memorandum 
prc|>ajcd by Mr, Elphinstoue's Secretary, Mr, McDoimcll:— 


rdreEtrflph 4 of Chiflf 
Fecretary’^a ItUttr No. 4175, 
of tliv 24 til September 
1H52, and tlie fnnin Ooin- 
juitai'ane^r^a letter N'o- J.'l44, 
af tlie lat XhieemLer ful- 
lowiauf. 


** No* 5.^Kundch Bao Bullal Poorun<lhurec,~-Hxd. 

'' AU&IEDNUOOUll. 

** Monjo Boniboordeo Gooraut, Pui^uaa Pamatr*. 1,363 8 0 

'* iVbfe,—The Mokossa of Bambooidee Goomut naounts to Ra, 235, and 
belongs to Government j the Sahotra, Bs. 14, to Punt Suchew, Tlie Ja- 
gheerdar also claims a Koorun In Poona, By the accounts from Abmed- 
nuggur, the collections in 1226 from hU village only amounted to Ha, 241. 
He aays he has Sunuds for the Koorun, but he did net produce them; 
if be has, bis showing them and proving his right in the district will be 
sufficient,*’ 

3, The following extract shows the entry of this Eurinjam, as No, 5 in the 

Class of Poga Chieft, in the lists of Jagheen which were transmitted by Mr, 

Blphinstone to the Supreme Oavemmeat on the 25th October 1819, ^ 

Xi 
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4. The Sufinjiun wan actually rufitored to Kundeh I?ao Bullal; (liiu ia 
i^liowEi hy iL legistPT tif rusttired personal Jjighcern ahlcti ivas submitted to the 
Iluiuhay CiOvertiinentby Mr, ElphinsloneV sacceayijr, Mr* CliitpLmj on tlie 2Blli 
Ot'tobcr 1B22, and an extract from witkii is given below ^ 
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5* Jn the lists of Surmjama framed In 1834 and 1340, this holding woa 
■entered as a grant of a* n. 1740 iti the name of Kimdeh Hao BuUiil^ , in Mr* 
Deputy Agent Warden's list of1334 it stood No* o7 Class III*; in the Agent's 
(Mr* Marriott) revised lista of 1334 it became No. 41 Class III .; and in tlio 
lists of 1340, pi^pored by the Agent Mr. Mills, it was entered as No* 73 Class 11* 
B* In (he lists pTepared by the Agent for Slrdara^ Mr* Warden, in 1844, 
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tliitt t^uiJiijaiu was eiitcjred as Nu. 39 of Class 1., fts liliown in Uie fallowing 
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8, III paragraph 2 of t/ie Chief Secretary’s letter Pfo. 1447, of the 7tli 
April 1848, tlic follovving instructions were isaued to Mr. Brown in regard to 
lliiti Surinjam 

" Yon are, however, requested to state what proofe eiist, independently 
of tiic Snrinjam lists fhuned in the year 1834, that the Surinjams entered 
No.?. 17, I8j and 23 in this Class wore granted prior to the year tT5], the 
limit which has been ii^eed upon by the Honorable the Conrt of Directors 
os giving to the holder b an hereditary title " 

9. Mr. Brown’s reply, below quoted, was contained in the 3i*d paragraph 
iil'his letter No. 187, of Uie 22nii August following:— 

^*3. The Surinjam No, 18 shoivs that Khundo Gotnajeo’s Sirdaree 
title dates back as far as a. i>. 1740, as the extract fiom the Beshwa's 
Didbir marked No. 2, inthcntli paragraph of which the village of Bamboor- 
diic (hiomiit, which is spcK'iheil hy the revised list, is dated a. d. 1T56\ In 
the your 1708 tJie vilhige of Chbiiiawiil, wliieh isdatol back as far as a, to, 
1740, was resumed, wLildi sboivs tlmi Kliujido Gotnujec’K title oi' Siiilar 
comjuciufes from that year.’’ 

10, The wfiidliig of the paragraph of Mr. Brown's letter which I have just 
r|uoted is such aa to preclude the possibility of my attempting to nx[}laiii wlmt 
lueaiilng it was intended to convey, bat it ajipeurs to mo that it must have 
misled the Gov cm incut, and I will tlici'cforc briefly state the case as it really 
sto^d. 

11. In A. D. 1740-41 a ]>ortion of the village of Chianawul was granted, 
by a Sum id which is ji?gistercd in the State dimy, to Kliundo Gomajec, as 
his salary as a hon^cman (SiMedar) in the service of Government. 

T2. Ill A, D. i75(j-f»7 Khundo Gomajee was further grunted, by a Simnd 
whii'h is ragislercd in the Stale ledger, the vilJnge of Bamboordee Goomut, 
excluiiive of the Mokaaaa and Sahotm U mills, ns salary (Budul Moosliahira). 

13. In A. T>. 1733-^11 the vdhige of Chlimawul was resumed hy a Sunud 
legiitcred in the State diary, 

14. At tlio introduction of the British Oovemment Bamboordcfi Goomiit, 
which had heeit granted in A. D. 1750-57, was that was found in the 
possession (jf the family, and ttU that was ooutlamsl to them. 

15. Such beiiif' the case, the Chief Seerelaiy on the 7t]i April 1848 made 
a sjiecial reference to Air. Brown, vrho was desired to state the proofs existing 
that tlie Sminjum, consisting of this village (Baiuboordee Gomnut) had 
been granted prior to the year 1851. 

Ifj. 1’hc re[i]y, if 1 rightly construe the Government oitJer lUid the orders 
on which the Suiinjiim lists of 1844 were directed to lie revised, should have 
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bc«n that tho Sunnjamf c<ina(etlDg of the village of Bamboordec Goomut^ 
was granted in a> o. 1756-^7, and not prior to A. d. 1751. 

17. But, instead of thb, Govermneat were informed—'^Khundo Gomajee^s 
Sirdaree title dates back as far as a. d. 1740 and the real question at issue 
was referred to a lengthy translation appended to the Agent’s letter, when it 
could have been answered in half a dozen lines—at IcaAt, so it seems to me. 

18. But it remains to be stated that Mr. Brown had been particularly 
warned (paragraphs 8 and 15 of Chief Secretary’s letter No. 18U6, of the 9th 
May 1840) ogamst asBigning to even a single component portioji of a Surhi- 
jam any father date than tliat on whicli It was actually granted; and yet, witli 
these di&tinet ingtructiona on record, he aasjgnod to this Surinjam, eomjxjsed 
of merely tlie village of Bamboordee Goomut, not the date of grant of that 
village, nor even the date of grant of anything lield by the SuHnjamdar, but 
tlie date on which tJic family had originally received a village which they had 
ceased to hold twenty years befoiie the close of the Peshwa’s reign. On what 
grouiiils this was done I cannot understand. 

19. If 1 rightly intcipret the orders of the Honorable Court on which tho 
lists of 1844 w'ere fLamed, and the subsequent order of the Government on 
which these lists were in 1H47 revised, tliis Surinjam, wliieli m valued at 
llfi* 880-11*0, is, as a gmnt of A, n, ] 750-57, not entitled to hereditary 
continuance, but to continuance for^ivo generations fmm the conquest, with 
a pensionary provision for tlje generation next succeeding. 

20. I append, fur reference if required, a copy of the translatiou of 
cxti'acifl from tlie Pcahwa’s records which accompanied Mr. Brown’s last 
explanation in this ease. (See pai'Ograph 9 of tins letter.) 

21. It docs not appear, from the Murathee records relating to tins holding 
wliieh have been received from the Agent’s OiHee, tltat the Surinjamdar was 
ever colled upon to make any statement of his claims, or to produce the 
documentary proof in support of them wliich lie may have Imd in his poesce- 
slon; neither docs it appear that up to the date of tlie Government call Jhr 
furtlie:' exjdonation after the revised lists had been sent in ($ee paragrajdi 8 
of this letter), any attempt had been mode to obtain from the Peshwa’s rccoi-ds 
the information regarding the Surinjam whicli was at last afforded. (See para- 
gL'aph 9 of this letter.) 

22. In the revised lists Mr. Elphinstone’s recommendation is entered as,— 
*^To receive his Jagljccr; diminished at his death.” But no such recom¬ 
mendation appears to have been made in this case, which must, I appi^liend, 
be one of those referred to in the 28tli paragraph of my report No. 1G3^ 
of tlie 2nd May lost, and in which, as cxidained by the Honorable Mr. War- 
dcLi, Mr. Bl|jhiiistoJie did not decide nor submit any reeommendatioD, hut 



6 


.APrENDiX 1. 


lefl tlicm open In Mr, Elpliinstone^s lisU, th<^ column lieatled 

" For wiiat jMjriod lecommended" containa the- precise entry (two marks 
tlius ) wliieh I huvG extracted in the 3rd paragraph of this letter, but thi^ 
iiiiirkH do not apj>cur (o have l>cen iutended to denote a repetition of tl^e 
entry liiiit preceding and above them, 

1 have tile honour to bcj &:c, 

(Signed) T. A, Cowr^n, Captain^ 
Atiiiiatant Lnam Commifli^ioncr. 


Nu. 2i}7'X 


PoLlTJCAL DjiPAUlHJ^N'r, 


Frnm C, J. Makkon, Est]., 

Inuni Coiuiiiitisioiicr^ 


To A, Mat.kt, 

Chief Secretary to Oovcmincnt, nombtiy- 

Dtit^l KlrhcCf October 1853 , 

Si ft,—I have the honour to subiint ai^vigiual import, No. 499, of thin ciuy^s 
dale, from my Asssistant, Captain Cow])er, relative to the Sutiiijam entered as 
No* IH of Class L of the revis^ed lists of 1847* 

2. 'fills report requires 11 tile eonimetit fioni me. It is a further exposition 
v\' the neglige lit uiunner in which the duty of revising the Surinjavn lists wu-s 
fulJilled by Mr. Uiowu* 

I have tiic honour t<i he, &c* 

(Signed) C. J* Mansion, 

Jnani Couimissioiier, 


No. 2531 OP 1654. 


Political D^rAuTirENT* 

To C. J. M. NflOV, Faq., 

In am Commissioner, 

Sin,—I am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Council to 
arkiiowletlge llie receipt of your letter, with cneloRui'e, No. 2673, dated the 
2fitli Octolwr 1853, indative to tUo Suriujim of Kundfh Rno Rullal Pooruii- 
dhuree, eutcicd as No, 18 of Class 1, m the revised lists of 1347, 
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2. In I am desit^ to infonn you that the Agent fori^Sirdars in the 
Dcccan has been instructed to transfer this Surinjqm from C!ass I. to Glass 
IL of the above lists, 

3, In the 15th paragraph of Captain Cowper’a letter No, dated the 
24th October 1853, 1851 is erroneously written for 1751, 

T have the honour to bej Ac, 

(Signed) II. L, AKonasos, 
Secretary to Govemmenf. 

Bomhnjf Custle, 2rd Jnn^ 1854. 


Extract Paragraph 4 from a Ecxpntch from the IlonorahU the Court of 
Eircctors^ dated the 1 2lh Eecemher, iVb, 27 of 1855, 

Pam. 4. Tliia transfer was perfectly correct* as the only villiigo of whtcli 
Kiiiidcli Ilao is in possession was not hcli! by Ills fumlly prior to 1751/’ 
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No. i4l> OF ]Sd4. 

From CupUiii T, A- CowPKn^ 

Ahisistiiiit Imam Comiiiisi^ioDcrt 

To 0, J- Max.‘50n, Esf[., 

Inani 

Dated Dci}ijhttir, Doona Dlstticts, 2\)t/i March 18 ^ 54 - 

Hni,—T have 11 ic lioiiGiir to repjrt (under the mslTuetiou!^ eontaiiied iu tlio 
Chu-rSecreluiy^letter No. 417.% of tlio 24lli Se|^ieml>er 1852, parEiji^rajih 4, 
aiul luaiij CotutLiki^irJiifr^si letter No, 1IM4, of tlio Ist December followiiig) 
tliat die SiirlnJiLiu eiiten!da.s No, loofChi^iii L in thd tevined Iiut» litibmltiCHl to 
(jiovommciU by ilic Agent fur Sirdartf, Mr. lirown, on tlie 26tb October 1847, 
h[is appareTitly been continued and included iu tbe list of hereditary csUIcfi 
ill diieet euntraveutiuix of the orders of Mr. Klphinstone'^ Govenmieiit, 
paragraph G of tUi$ Icttci',) wbidi di:iitnietly autlioiised the leleai^c to Owdliut 
Kao Poiviir, an ihe smt of Ooviad Rno Pownr, (sec paragiiipli IG of this letter,) 
not of the whole of the Surinjam wlitcit lie obtaJiicid, and which is now held 
by his grandson Krishna lino Powar, but of his (Owdhat Kao's) **share* of 
the actual value of the alIn waiicc enjoyed by Ooviud liao and Darkojee Powar 
dining the Pesliwa^s Govern in eiit" ;—tliat is to say, of one-half of the estate, 
llie whole of wbidi ace ms erroneously to have been made over to him by llic 
Collector of Ahmcclniiggur. 

2. Owdliiit Kao Powai- did not pi'cscnt himself to any British' authority 
widiiii the period allowed by Mr. Elphiiiatone’s proclamation, nor for several 
years after wards; but in 1824 he jjrescnted to the Oovemment, of whicli 
Mr* Elphinstonc had become the Iiead, a pedtion, dated the 14 th September 
1824, which Tivas referred for the report of the Deccan Commissioner, Mr. 
Chaplin, witli the following letter, No. 1477, of the 20tlx September 1824, from 
tJie Revenue Secj’etary. 


* IftitJjeM by Citpttim C&wper* 
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" f nni l>y the fltJiKitabte llic Ciovcmor in Council to tiansmit 

you (Ke 4 immijiaiiyi«|i: copy of a pctitiim from Owdliut Kao Powar datcf? 
tbti 1 till iu!?i(uiiL, and to reqiicst you will report whether any pr^vitihm wa^ 
iiiude fiif the ]w;titioner, and, if nut, whether his statement of his possess in ns 
lit llie htnikin^ out of the war be true/* 

Ih I'll. Chaplii/ft reply. No, 81, of tlie 27th September dillowing, was 
as fij’lloWS:—■ 


^^1. In reply tf) yonr letter dated the 20th histimt,cnclosinj^ copy of a 
pLtiliou from OwdhutKao l^owar presented tfi the IIoHomble the tluvcrtior 
Iti Coimclli I liavtT the lumour to Hlatc, fur the litfomiatioii of Government, 


that the petUioner ia the son of'Goviiul lla<i Powar, whose name, tn^^ether 
uith that Ilf Dai'kojee Powiir, appears in the statement of those to whom it 
iras deeideii tiisit .Fa^Ju^ii'i^^ ur a ctnnpensation in lieu of them} slioiild be eoii- 
tliuied in the Pcshu'u*s doininionB^ 

2, These pertionS are eutercil! as Sirdars, the Kumai of wdiose annual 

allowance was 11s. 11,42:1, and the estimated I'eal 
value of it Us. 1 Tln^y not having apjMiarcd at 
the time tlic statement in question was dmwn, it is noted tlmt upon tlieir 
coining furwaiyl their case was to be taken into consideraten. 


“ :L G|ion a roforonce to the Duflui', I fin<l that Govind Rao and 
^ . Daikojee Powar enioved, at the bi“eiikin£; out of 

- the vi'ar, Umuls in the villages I.ak, Chnndo* 

gamUj Siiiikrapoor, Julgaum, and Moheyguum, of the district of BelajHwr, 
cstiiimted at Rs. I,515-Uh0, as they did, also, in the vjUages of Kopree 
Kill lord, Mecrgiium, and Oojnei', of Turuf Deypuor, live value of wbicli 
pusBcsaiuiis is recinxlcd at Us. K82-0'0* Tliey Imd also, it would appear, 
leliar^^ in the Purgunii of Slicu'gaimi, amounting to Us. 1)50, and in Dulus- 
ucc, in tlie Kotool i^urguim, anKumtijig to Rs. 75, making the aggri'galo 
amount of thch nnnual receipts, according to the Dullnr aecounts, 


Us. 3,423-3-0. 

4, Owdhut Rao Pc war preferred his petition to me a diort time ago, 
Htiniona far rcjccling claim wiiS not favourably received, in con- 

eequciice of his long proti'acted absence/* 


ir 


ft 


his clEtims aovr. 


4. Upon the receipt of Mr, Chaplinas explanation, the Government deemed 
it necessary further Co impure, in the Revenue Seeretary’a letter No* 1544, of 
tlie 4th October 1824,^ 

“ Whether any and what claims to Jaghcers, or compensation in lien of 
them, liave been admitted or forfeited in consequence of the delay in pre¬ 
ferring iheni}** 

Ct 
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5, Ill rejjly, tlie Govomraiint w^rft informed to the followeAccL in 
Mr. Cliii]>]ina letter No. 8G, of the lOtli idemr— 

“ I have the Ijonoui^ to eubmitj agreeiibly to the instructions conveyed in 
**Ciiie of Owdhut lUd letter of the 4tli ius^tant, r list of claims to 

eomjx'mation for Juglieera that have been ad¬ 
mitted by me on satisfactory raasouB being adduced for the delay in 
l>i’efcrpi»ig them. 

** I do not fiiiil that any case of actual forfeiture for delay has been do* 
clared; and for tJiis reason, ]>eihaps, it may he uo more tlmii jiisl to adnui 
t}ie ptcBCiit claim of Ow^dliut Jtao Fowar, notwithstanding that so long a 
lime Imd clapgcd hcfoi'e it was preferi'od, owing to tlie petitioner's absence 
on foreign Rervicc/’ 

tk Tiic final onlerfi of Oovommeiit were conveyed in the Revenue SeiTo- 
liiry's letter, No. 1G41, of the 2(ith of the tsame month (October), below 
trunscribetl t —■ 

" I am diicclcd to acknowledge tlie i"eceipt of yonr luttcr dated tlie l^tli 
iiLstantj and to mforiii you that the Jlonomhlc the Governor in Council 
is ]ilcas{^d to admit the claim of Owdhut Rsuj Puwarloliis share of the 
actual value of' the allowance enjoyed by (fovind Riio Fowar and Daikiyee 
Fowar during the Pesliwus Government, amounting to lta» 1,58^ jHii-anjuiin, 
from the date of Owdliut Rao Powar’n jictilion, vi^s^ the 14th ol hist month/' 

7* Tlie iiistriictions of Governnient were coinmunicaltsd to the Collector of 
Aliincilnuggnr (Mr. Dunlop) in Mr. Clmplii/s letter of the lOtb June 
in tlic following terms 

With reference to my letter of the 2l^rd of February, enclosing for your 
]iic|iiiiy a nicinorandum from Owdliut Rtio Fowtir, I liave ihc honour 
to Inform you that the Honorable die Oovernorin Council has been pleased 
to ndiiiit the claim prelcircd by that per^>n Co his share of tlie actual 
value of the allowance enjoyed by Govind Kao and Daikojee Powur during 
the Fesluva’a Government, amounting to i{fi» 1,085 jjct annum, from the 
date of Owdhut Kao Powar's hr^t petition, via. the 14th September 1834. 

■ " Tins particulars of the claim now admitted vi-lU be found in the umiexed 
Murathee memorandum/' 


8. I have now obtained from tbe CollecCoi’ of Ahmednuggur a copy 
(annexed to tins letter and marked A) of the “Murathee memorandum" 
which accompanied Mr. Chaplin’s letter, and which directs the release of' a 

of the Mokaasa of the uudermenttoned villages J 

^ W irfiT 


Mokaasa cha Hissa hoccl to } 

^ %ri;^ Sti 


to Uwdliut Kao Fo wur. 



4 


APPENDIX 


Itt Tumf 

Mi>ujc Lak ...:.. 

Ditto Chniidf'gaani .... 

Ditto Siinkrajioor ^ . 

Ditto Jiil^auin >*■ - »#.««***». ... 

Ditto Molit^iygaum ..... 

In Tariff Df^^potfr, 

Mooju Koprtro Kkoord p *<>>*■* ■ 

Ditto Meorgatim .^ ^ . 

Ditto Oojticc; ... 


1 ' 

>IU.lj605 10 0 


J 


* 


Kft2 !> 0 


In J^urf/ufin 

Kuttku Boday^auni ... 

Moiijo DhorjuJ^iiin ... 

Ditto RcliTEiimi ... 

iTJ 

Ditto ^oiic Snu^occ ... 

DittiwSar[nrh P .*. ^ i^50 (J 0 

Ditto .Dn.d{d)^aUilI] mw'r»-^'mww***t^mr**r******^**f*‘ 

Ditto (loleh^uni ..... 

Dtitf) llljcndny (n portion) ... 

Tlie sliarojjf tmiirtit duties Invisible \a tlie iibove placc». ^ 

I/t Pur^ttita KotfioL 

Moiij^ Dolustiidi .< *•<«<■ .* t.. ,*, m 75 0 Q 

TotalP-P.Its, 3 0 

Op Tf^e Miii'utliGo iiiLMoorundiuii farther sho'^vs the estimated actiml vidiie 
of tJie nbovomentioiicd holdiuj^s to have biMin lU, the Biiioiiiit si^eeihed 

in llic 2iid paragraph of ISlr. Chaplin's lettci' of the 27tli September 1824, 
No* SI, (quoted in para^ra]di 3 of this letter,) as the actual value of the 
holdings of Ccjvlnd Ruo Powur nad of Darkojee Powar, 

IOp On the alwve order of tJie Deccan Commissioner, the whole of the 
Surinjam, and not tin.' ihtp e specified by llio Government and by Mr. Chaplin, 
seems to have been made over to Oivdhut Hao Powar, by whom, and by Ins 
son and gnmdson, it has been held ever sincp» 

1 L That Owdimt ftao Powni had obtained jxisgesHion of much to which 
he, amiarendy* bad no sort of right, wasi'eported to Government by the Super- 
intenemnt of the Poona Duftur, Mr. 3'urquand (letter 28, of the 31st 
January 1849), who, however, was evidently in ignorance of the fact that 
Government and the Commissioner had directed the restoration not of the 
whtdo, but of a part ( L e. Owdhut Eao Powar'j share) only of the Surinjam 
held by Govlnd Boo and Darkf>jcc Powar^ 
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12. Mr. Turquand « letter was referred to Acting Agent for Sirdara, Mr. 

Hunter, who reported aB follows (jianigraph 2 of A genius report. No. 338, of 

Ibe Gth November I849):-«- 
♦ 

"2. In reply, I beg to remark that it is not clearly established that n 
division of property, agreeably to tlie deed discovered by Mr. Turquand, 
was over carried out; but even if it were so established, I do not think 
that would be a sulhcicnt reason for disturbing tlie present possessor, in the 
hice of the facts that Darkojee had possession at the biieaking out of tlic 
war; that Hmt possession was continued to his son and grandson by our 
Government; and that they have enjoyed it ever since. Under these 
circumstancea, T do not think it would be eilher politic or Just to iiitcrfonc 
with the ff^nner decisions of Government. It appeal’s to me that the only 
ground on which sncli interference would be advisable is that of possession 
to the title under discussion having been obtained by fraud, and of thiis 
there is no evidence.” 

13. Government, in their Political Secretary’s letter No. 404f), of the 20tli 

Novemher 1840, expressed their coi’iciirreuce in tlie ojiinion submitted by Mr. 
TTun ter, who soemfl, htiwever, not to have been aware of the cfuitents of tlia 
fiovernment oi'flcr of the 2Gth October 1824, and of Mr. Chaplin's subsidiary 
iiittlruclions issued on the receipt of that order. I infer that Mr. Hunter was 
not awuii; of tins from his having based his opinion chiefly upon the supposed 
fad that " Darkojee had possession at the breaking out of the war” of tlm 
teJtoh of the Sarinjam of Giivind Rao ojid Daikojee Pow'ar, and ''that that 
popsessi<m was continued to his son and grandfwn by our Government"; 
whereas Mr. Chaplain, in his letter No. 81, of the 27tli September 1824, dis¬ 
tinctly i^tated the Snriujum to be one wliicdi, "upon a L'efercnce to thcDuftur, I 
find tliat Oomud Hito Darkojee Powar enjoyed at the breaking out of 
the war”] and whereas it was in contravention of, not in accordance with the 
orders of Gcivcriimcnt, that " possession was continued to his son” (Owdhut 
Rtu) Fowar) of the Suritijnm, his ahare of which only he wojs granted 

by Government. ^Sec purograph fi of this letter.) 

14» Another, and a most important feature in this cose, is the njaiute of tho 
holding, which was held for niilUaiy service (Fouj Sui’injam), and, more than 
tins, the State records contain the registry of orders issued by the PesUwa, 
directing its resntnptian, ofn the recorded grounds of tlie non-performance of 
that service. This is shown to have occurred with regard to the shares'of both 
Govind Rao and Darkojee Powar, although tltc resumptions were not Anal. 

15. The person to whom the continuance of his share of tJiis Surinjam Was 
ordcixid by Mr, EIphiiistone's Government (Owdhut Rao Powar) appci^ to 

* It^iicistd Ijy CspiuD Cuwpw. 
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have mud c himself iiotot-ium by putting for waitl ground Less ckime; and thk 
was forcibly pointed out by tlie Sub-Secretary to Government^ Mr* J, Warden, 
who on the 20th February 1828 thus reported upon a claim preferred by 
Owdhut Kao Poivar to tljc Suriiijum lidd by the Multhun branch of the 
Powar family 

* Owdliut Itao Powar acems to attach himself to any branch of the 
Powar family from the property of which he thinks he may derive some 
udvantage to liimKclf* 

** He first appeared in the Deccan in 1824, and Mr, Secretary More s 
letter to Mr. Chaplin of the 2(Jth, and his answer of the 37lJi of September 
of that year, show that Owdhut Powar then came forward to claim the 
Surinjam asF^igneil by tlic British Government to the Powars of Soop^ ; 
uiid us he is the son of Govind Bao of Soope, whose name, togetljcr with 
tlmtuf Dai^kojeo Power, apjicam in the statement of Surinjams^ to he granh^d, 
Govcrnm<uit was pleoi^ed, even at that late period, to grant him his slmre of 
the actual value of tlic allowance cnji^yed by Govind Tlao and Diirkojoe 
Powar* ;See Goveniinentletter t<) Mr, Chaplin, dated 30th October 

“Ife now comes forward to put [s, o. ] his right to the Suriivjara en¬ 
joyed by Yesliwunt Ran Powar of Mulihun. 

** it does not seem necessary to inquire whether the petitioner is mai’c 
niiarly related to tlie late Mulhar Lhio l^owarof Multliun than liis profesf^cd 
sou' by adoption, Vesliwunl Rao, or whether that aibiplion was valid or 
not; because yesliwunt Ituo, according to the PiMina records, received 
annually from Uto Pc;shw^a, aflcr Mnlliar llao'^s deatli, a Poshak at the 
Diissera, *us being the son of Mullmr Itao/ and was found by the Bi^itish 
Govcmnient in possession of that fSiit injHtn, whieh wils c;orifirined to Jiiui by 
the British Goverimicnt, and which he has now held, in right of tliat gmnt, 
uiiiiUerrujitedly fur ten yc[ir3. 

If Govenuuent should think proper to question the validity of Yesh- 
wiiut Ibro's adiiption, the coiisequeircc of the proof of its being invalid 
might be its icsuaiptioii as a Surinjnm that should liave escheated for want 
of heirs on the death o^f Miillinr Itao; but tlic petitioner could hardly expect 
that it should then be conferred on him wlto ima already received a grant 
of his share of the Surinjam of another branch of the kmily/’ 

1 b* It will he observed tlmt the Deccati Commissioner, who investigated 
the case on Owdliut Uao s brat ajipcariutco in 1824, informed Government 
(sec jHamgrupli 3 of tills letter) that Lo was the aon of Goviud JIoq Powar^ 
whereas be is now stuU'.d to be the son of Darkojee Powar, the Agent for 
SirduTti, Mr* Drown, having informed Government in the 1 Ub ]^ragraph of his 
litter No* 148, of the Hlh June 1848,— 
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” The letter from Mr. CommisBioner Chaplin, under date 27th September 
1824, No* 81| to Mr* Secretary More> Bpccifies that Owdhut Rao is the 
Eon ofOovt^d Hao; but that ia a mistake, as the genealogical tree, which I 
have examined, shoWB that he is his nephew.” 

17.. The estimated annual value of the of the Surinjam at present 
lield by Qwdhut Ituo PowarV grEiAdson, Kiislma Rna, is, according to the 
revised lists (No. 15 of Cla^s I., column 7), lis. 2,5G0-13'3. 

i have the honour to be, &e. 

(Signed) T. A. Cowp eh, Oaplain, 

Assistant Inam Commissioner. 


No. ni5L 

Political Depahtmewt* 
Diitffd March 1854 * 

Submitted for the consideration and orders of Ooveminent. 

2. It seems that Owdljut llao Powar liad provifiion made for liim by 
Government, by huiiig allowed to succeed to a share of the Suriajani held by 
his unde and futbor itt the breaking out of the war. Instead, however, of 
succeeding to a s/utre only, he got possession of the Surinjam, and after 
him h\s son and graiulsou succeeded to the Surihjam. This is the 

departure from Government orders which Captain Cowper brings to notice. 

(Signed) C.J.M ANSON, 

Inam Commissioner^ 


No* 3597 ov I85G. 

Political Depahtment. 

From 11. L. Andehson, Esq., 

Secretary to Government, Bombay, 

To Captain T. A. Cowfeu, 

Special Commissioner, in chaqgc; of Alienation Department. 

Dated 20th Ma^ 185G. 

Sin,—I am directed by the Eight Honorable the Governor In Council to 
acknowledge the receipt of Mr. Manaon's memorandum, No. 3151, dated the 
2Gth March 1854, with a report on the Burinjam entered in the name of 
Owdhut Rao Powar, aa No* 15 of Clasa 1*, in the revifled lists of 1847, to 
transmit to you a copy of the resolution passed thereon by Government^ dated 
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tlic 9llt iivRtant^ ftiid ti) iii^onn you llmt this case will Iks referred f<jr tlic oidcis 
of the lluiiorubJe the Court uf Dircetor^* 

I have the honour to he, &e. 

(Si^ed) II, L. ANDcaAoif, 

HofttlfdJ/ Castle, 20tA Ma^ 186(>* Secretary to Government. 

J^eSdluthit hij the liontd, dtUed the 9M Ma^ l&Ad, 

UEfjOLVEU,^—Two <tuefltioiia are invedved in this mvestlgation,— 

Uf.—Was Owdhut Rao Powar eutitied to more than a half of tlie 

Sin'liijam ? 

Wtts tlie Surinjaru nghtly entered in the lists of Mr. Brown and 

Ml. Warden, as “ lieiieditary in the fullest sense of the word” ? 

2 , [t is most dearly shown by Captain Cowper, that the Surlnjani liaviiij^ 
Ueen vueant since tlin aeecsaion of British rule, Owdliut UiU) Powar jm:»oiit- 
ed an nj>}>!jcutiDii for it iti 1824, as the sou of Govind Kao Powar, Tlie 
i^minjani stood in the name of Govjiid llao uini Darkf>jcc llao Powar. Mr. 
Turf[uand, iii an able report dated 81 st Jamiuiy 1849, sluiwed that was 
stroiij; reason fur htdieving a division between these two ixirsoiis w;ui cHfeettxl 
iu A. u. 1772. It is, peiliaps, unnecessary to enter into tliut discussion noiv ; 
but Captiila Cow[>er tiaa proved heyond a doubt tlmt Mr. Eipliinstoae^ij (jo- 
vernaiient only granted to Owdhut Uao hU nhare of the Surinjuni. Owdhut 
wiiK not tlifl fion of Gov hid llao, hut of the younger brother, Darhoj™ Itao; he, 
nevcithclcsi^i, sureceded in obtaining the whole Surinjam, and lie, Ids non, atul 
grandson have retained it to this day. 

8. Again, it i^ shown that the Suriiijam. was a military Surinjam {Fotij 
8111 injam). This is a Class wddeh the Honorable Court lias declared not tti 
he hercdittirtf^ unless specially ordered to be so. 

4. Under these cireumstances, the ordcra of the Honorable Court may 
lie £olieited,'~-ljf, as to whether tlie Surinjam should be regarded as hereditary 
in die fullest seiese of the word—the grant beiug one of 173G, wMch woukt 
place it ill the First Class, hut being oiao a Fo'ij Surinjam, which, in die 
absencG of speclhe orders, is not an hereditary liolding; 2/iJ, the Honorable 
Court's orders '’bould he required as to whether half the Surinjam should bo 
resumed from the present holder, under the d<veision of the Ilonorablo 
Mr. Eliibiiuitoue’s Government, was only entitled to a abate of the estate, but 
dbtalncd the whole. 

(True copy) 

(Signed) H. L. Anderscot, 

Secretary to Goveniment. 


dth May 1856. 
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No. i4l> OF ]Sd4. 

From CupUiii T, A- CowPKn^ 

Ahisistiiiit Imam Comiiiisi^ioDcrt 

To 0, J- Max.‘50n, Esf[., 

Inani 

Dated Dci}ijhttir, Doona Dlstticts, 2\)t/i March 18 ^ 54 - 

Hni,—T have 11 ic lioiiGiir to repjrt (under the mslTuetiou!^ eontaiiied iu tlio 
Chu-rSecreluiy^letter No. 417.% of tlio 24lli Se|^ieml>er 1852, parEiji^rajih 4, 
aiul luaiij CotutLiki^irJiifr^si letter No, 1IM4, of tlio Ist December followiiig) 
tliat die SiirlnJiLiu eiiten!da.s No, loofChi^iii L in thd tevined Iiut» litibmltiCHl to 
(jiovommciU by ilic Agent fur Sirdartf, Mr. lirown, on tlie 26tb October 1847, 
h[is appareTitly been continued and included iu tbe list of hereditary csUIcfi 
ill diieet euntraveutiuix of the orders of Mr. Klphinstone'^ Govenmieiit, 
paragraph G of tUi$ Icttci',) wbidi di:iitnietly autlioiised the leleai^c to Owdliut 
Kao Poiviir, an ihe smt of Ooviad Rno Pownr, (sec paragiiipli IG of this letter,) 
not of the whole of the Surinjam wlitcit lie obtaJiicid, and which is now held 
by his grandson Krishna lino Powar, but of his (Owdhat Kao's) **share* of 
the actual value of the alIn waiicc enjoyed by Ooviud liao and Darkojee Powar 
dining the Pesliwa^s Govern in eiit" ;—tliat is to say, of one-half of the estate, 
llie whole of wbidi ace ms erroneously to have been made over to him by llic 
Collector of Ahmcclniiggur. 

2. Owdliiit Kao Powai- did not pi'cscnt himself to any British' authority 
widiiii the period allowed by Mr. Elphiiiatone’s proclamation, nor for several 
years after wards; but in 1824 he jjrescnted to the Oovemment, of whicli 
Mr* Elphinstonc had become the Iiead, a pedtion, dated the 14 th September 
1824, which Tivas referred for the report of the Deccan Commissioner, Mr. 
Chaplin, witli the following letter, No. 1477, of the 20tlx September 1824, from 
tJie Revenue Secj’etary. 


* IftitJjeM by Citpttim C&wper* 



APPENDIX J 


■> 


" f nni l>y the fltJiKitabte llic Ciovcmor in Council to tiansmit 

you (Ke 4 immijiaiiyi«|i: copy of a pctitiim from Owdliut Kao Powar datcf? 
tbti 1 till iu!?i(uiiL, and to reqiicst you will report whether any pr^vitihm wa^ 
iiiude fiif the ]w;titioner, and, if nut, whether his statement of his possess in ns 
lit llie htnikin^ out of the war be true/* 

Ih I'll. Chaplii/ft reply. No, 81, of tlie 27th September dillowing, was 
as fij’lloWS:—■ 


^^1. In reply tf) yonr letter dated the 20th histimt,cnclosinj^ copy of a 
pLtiliou from OwdhutKao l^owar presented tfi the IIoHomble the tluvcrtior 
Iti Coimclli I liavtT the lumour to Hlatc, fur the litfomiatioii of Government, 


that the petUioner ia the son of'Goviiul lla<i Powar, whose name, tn^^ether 
uith that Ilf Dai'kojee Powiir, appears in the statement of those to whom it 
iras deeideii tiisit .Fa^Ju^ii'i^^ ur a ctnnpensation in lieu of them} slioiild be eoii- 
tliuied in the Pcshu'u*s doininionB^ 

2, These pertionS are eutercil! as Sirdars, the Kumai of wdiose annual 

allowance was 11s. 11,42:1, and the estimated I'eal 
value of it Us. 1 Tln^y not having apjMiarcd at 
the time tlic statement in question was dmwn, it is noted tlmt upon tlieir 
coining furwaiyl their case was to be taken into consideraten. 


“ :L G|ion a roforonce to the Duflui', I fin<l that Govind Rao and 
^ . Daikojee Powar enioved, at the bi“eiikin£; out of 

- the vi'ar, Umuls in the villages I.ak, Chnndo* 

gamUj Siiiikrapoor, Julgaum, and Moheyguum, of the district of BelajHwr, 
cstiiimted at Rs. I,515-Uh0, as they did, also, in the vjUages of Kopree 
Kill lord, Mecrgiium, and Oojnei', of Turuf Deypuor, live value of wbicli 
pusBcsaiuiis is recinxlcd at Us. K82-0'0* Tliey Imd also, it would appear, 
leliar^^ in the Purgunii of Slicu'gaimi, amounting to Us. 1)50, and in Dulus- 
ucc, in tlie Kotool i^urguim, anKumtijig to Rs. 75, making the aggri'galo 
amount of thch nnnual receipts, according to the Dullnr aecounts, 


Us. 3,423-3-0. 

4, Owdhut Rao Pc war preferred his petition to me a diort time ago, 
Htiniona far rcjccling claim wiiS not favourably received, in con- 

eequciice of his long proti'acted absence/* 


ir 


ft 


his clEtims aovr. 


4. Upon the receipt of Mr, Chaplinas explanation, the Government deemed 
it necessary further Co impure, in the Revenue Seeretary’a letter No* 1544, of 
tlie 4th October 1824,^ 

“ Whether any and what claims to Jaghcers, or compensation in lien of 
them, liave been admitted or forfeited in consequence of the delay in pre¬ 
ferring iheni}** 

Ct 
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5, Ill rejjly, tlie Govomraiint w^rft informed to the followeAccL in 
Mr. Cliii]>]ina letter No. 8G, of the lOtli idemr— 

“ I have the Ijonoui^ to eubmitj agreeiibly to the instructions conveyed in 
**Ciiie of Owdhut lUd letter of the 4tli ius^tant, r list of claims to 

eomjx'mation for Juglieera that have been ad¬ 
mitted by me on satisfactory raasouB being adduced for the delay in 
l>i’efcrpi»ig them. 

** I do not fiiiil that any case of actual forfeiture for delay has been do* 
clared; and for tJiis reason, ]>eihaps, it may he uo more tlmii jiisl to adnui 
t}ie ptcBCiit claim of Ow^dliut Jtao Fowar, notwithstanding that so long a 
lime Imd clapgcd hcfoi'e it was preferi'od, owing to tlie petitioner's absence 
on foreign Rervicc/’ 

tk Tiic final onlerfi of Oovommeiit were conveyed in the Revenue SeiTo- 
liiry's letter, No. 1G41, of the 2(ith of the tsame month (October), below 
trunscribetl t —■ 

" I am diicclcd to acknowledge tlie i"eceipt of yonr luttcr dated tlie l^tli 
iiLstantj and to mforiii you that the Jlonomhlc the Governor in Council 
is ]ilcas{^d to admit the claim of Owdhut Rsuj Puwarloliis share of the 
actual value of' the allowance enjoyed by (fovind Riio Fowar and Daikiyee 
Fowar during the Pesliwus Government, amounting to lta» 1,58^ jHii-anjuiin, 
from the date of Owdliut Rao Powar’n jictilion, vi^s^ the 14th ol hist month/' 

7* Tlie iiistriictions of Governnient were coinmunicaltsd to the Collector of 
Aliincilnuggnr (Mr. Dunlop) in Mr. Clmplii/s letter of the lOtb June 
in tlic following terms 

With reference to my letter of the 2l^rd of February, enclosing for your 
]iic|iiiiy a nicinorandum from Owdliut Rtio Fowtir, I liave ihc honour 
to Inform you that the Honorable die Oovernorin Council has been pleased 
to ndiiiit the claim prelcircd by that per^>n Co his share of tlie actual 
value of the allowance enjoyed by Govind Kao and Daikojee Powur during 
the Fesluva’a Government, amounting to i{fi» 1,085 jjct annum, from the 
date of Owdhut Kao Powar's hr^t petition, via. the 14th September 1834. 

■ " Tins particulars of the claim now admitted vi-lU be found in the umiexed 
Murathee memorandum/' 


8. I have now obtained from tbe CollecCoi’ of Ahmednuggur a copy 
(annexed to tins letter and marked A) of the “Murathee memorandum" 
which accompanied Mr. Chaplin’s letter, and which directs the release of' a 

of the Mokaasa of the uudermenttoned villages J 

^ W irfiT 


Mokaasa cha Hissa hoccl to } 

^ %ri;^ Sti 


to Uwdliut Kao Fo wur. 
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Itt Tumf 

Mi>ujc Lak ...:.. 

Ditto Chniidf'gaani .... 

Ditto Siinkrajioor ^ . 

Ditto Jiil^auin >*■ - »#.««***». ... 

Ditto Molit^iygaum ..... 

In Tariff Df^^potfr, 

Mooju Koprtro Kkoord p *<>>*■* ■ 

Ditto Meorgatim .^ ^ . 

Ditto Oojticc; ... 


1 ' 

>IU.lj605 10 0 


J 


* 


Kft2 !> 0 


In J^urf/ufin 

Kuttku Boday^auni ... 

Moiijo DhorjuJ^iiin ... 

Ditto RcliTEiimi ... 

iTJ 

Ditto ^oiic Snu^occ ... 

DittiwSar[nrh P .*. ^ i^50 (J 0 

Ditto .Dn.d{d)^aUilI] mw'r»-^'mww***t^mr**r******^**f*‘ 

Ditto (loleh^uni ..... 

Dtitf) llljcndny (n portion) ... 

Tlie sliarojjf tmiirtit duties Invisible \a tlie iibove placc». ^ 

I/t Pur^ttita KotfioL 

Moiij^ Dolustiidi .< *•<«<■ .* t.. ,*, m 75 0 Q 

TotalP-P.Its, 3 0 

Op Tf^e Miii'utliGo iiiLMoorundiuii farther sho'^vs the estimated actiml vidiie 
of tJie nbovomentioiicd holdiuj^s to have biMin lU, the Biiioiiiit si^eeihed 

in llic 2iid paragraph of ISlr. Chaplin's lettci' of the 27tli September 1824, 
No* SI, (quoted in para^ra]di 3 of this letter,) as the actual value of the 
holdings of Ccjvlnd Ruo Powur nad of Darkojee Powar, 

IOp On the alwve order of tJie Deccan Commissioner, the whole of the 
Surinjam, and not tin.' ihtp e specified by llio Government and by Mr. Chaplin, 
seems to have been made over to Oivdhut Hao Powar, by whom, and by Ins 
son and gnmdson, it has been held ever sincp» 

1 L That Owdimt ftao Powni had obtained jxisgesHion of much to which 
he, amiarendy* bad no sort of right, wasi'eported to Government by the Super- 
intenemnt of the Poona Duftur, Mr. 3'urquand (letter 28, of the 31st 
January 1849), who, however, was evidently in ignorance of the fact that 
Government and the Commissioner had directed the restoration not of the 
whtdo, but of a part ( L e. Owdhut Eao Powar'j share) only of the Surinjam 
held by Govlnd Boo and Darkf>jcc Powar^ 
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12. Mr. Turquand « letter was referred to Acting Agent for Sirdara, Mr. 

Hunter, who reported aB follows (jianigraph 2 of A genius report. No. 338, of 

Ibe Gth November I849):-«- 
♦ 

"2. In reply, I beg to remark that it is not clearly established that n 
division of property, agreeably to tlie deed discovered by Mr. Turquand, 
was over carried out; but even if it were so established, I do not think 
that would be a sulhcicnt reason for disturbing tlie present possessor, in the 
hice of the facts that Darkojee had possession at the biieaking out of tlic 
war; that Hmt possession was continued to his son and grandson by our 
Government; and that they have enjoyed it ever since. Under these 
circumstancea, T do not think it would be eilher politic or Just to iiitcrfonc 
with the ff^nner decisions of Government. It appeal’s to me that the only 
ground on which sncli interference would be advisable is that of possession 
to the title under discussion having been obtained by fraud, and of thiis 
there is no evidence.” 

13. Government, in their Political Secretary’s letter No. 404f), of the 20tli 

Novemher 1840, expressed their coi’iciirreuce in tlie ojiinion submitted by Mr. 
TTun ter, who soemfl, htiwever, not to have been aware of the cfuitents of tlia 
fiovernment oi'flcr of the 2Gth October 1824, and of Mr. Chaplin's subsidiary 
iiittlruclions issued on the receipt of that order. I infer that Mr. Hunter was 
not awuii; of tins from his having based his opinion chiefly upon the supposed 
fad that " Darkojee had possession at the breaking out of the war” of tlm 
teJtoh of the Sarinjam of Giivind Rao ojid Daikojee Pow'ar, and ''that that 
popsessi<m was continued to his son and grandfwn by our Government"; 
whereas Mr. Chaplain, in his letter No. 81, of the 27tli September 1824, dis¬ 
tinctly i^tated the Snriujum to be one wliicdi, "upon a L'efercnce to thcDuftur, I 
find tliat Oomud Hito Darkojee Powar enjoyed at the breaking out of 
the war”] and whereas it was in contravention of, not in accordance with the 
orders of Gcivcriimcnt, that " possession was continued to his son” (Owdhut 
Rtu) Fowar) of the Suritijnm, his ahare of which only he wojs granted 

by Government. ^Sec purograph fi of this letter.) 

14» Another, and a most important feature in this cose, is the njaiute of tho 
holding, which was held for niilUaiy service (Fouj Sui’injam), and, more than 
tins, the State records contain the registry of orders issued by the PesUwa, 
directing its resntnptian, ofn the recorded grounds of tlie non-performance of 
that service. This is shown to have occurred with regard to the shares'of both 
Govind Rao and Darkojee Powar, although tltc resumptions were not Anal. 

15. The person to whom the continuance of his share of tJiis Surinjam Was 
ordcixid by Mr, EIphiiistone's Government (Owdhut Rao Powar) appci^ to 

* It^iicistd Ijy CspiuD Cuwpw. 
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have mud c himself iiotot-ium by putting for waitl ground Less ckime; and thk 
was forcibly pointed out by tlie Sub-Secretary to Government^ Mr* J, Warden, 
who on the 20th February 1828 thus reported upon a claim preferred by 
Owdhut Kao Poivar to tljc Suriiijum lidd by the Multhun branch of the 
Powar family 

* Owdliut Itao Powar acems to attach himself to any branch of the 
Powar family from the property of which he thinks he may derive some 
udvantage to liimKclf* 

** He first appeared in the Deccan in 1824, and Mr, Secretary More s 
letter to Mr. Chaplin of the 2(Jth, and his answer of the 37lJi of September 
of that year, show that Owdhut Powar then came forward to claim the 
Surinjam asF^igneil by tlic British Government to the Powars of Soop^ ; 
uiid us he is the son of Govind Bao of Soope, whose name, togetljcr with 
tlmtuf Dai^kojeo Power, apjicam in the statement of Surinjams^ to he granh^d, 
Govcrnm<uit was pleoi^ed, even at that late period, to grant him his slmre of 
the actual value of tlic allowance cnji^yed by Govind Tlao and Diirkojoe 
Powar* ;See Goveniinentletter t<) Mr, Chaplin, dated 30th October 

“Ife now comes forward to put [s, o. ] his right to the Suriivjara en¬ 
joyed by Yesliwunt Ran Powar of Mulihun. 

** it does not seem necessary to inquire whether the petitioner is mai’c 
niiarly related to tlie late Mulhar Lhio l^owarof Multliun than liis profesf^cd 
sou' by adoption, Vesliwunl Rao, or whether that aibiplion was valid or 
not; because yesliwunt Ituo, according to the PiMina records, received 
annually from Uto Pc;shw^a, aflcr Mnlliar llao'^s deatli, a Poshak at the 
Diissera, *us being the son of Mullmr Itao/ and was found by the Bi^itish 
Govcmnient in possession of that fSiit injHtn, whieh wils c;orifirined to Jiiui by 
the British Goverimicnt, and which he has now held, in right of tliat gmnt, 
uiiiiUerrujitedly fur ten yc[ir3. 

If Govenuuent should think proper to question the validity of Yesh- 
wiiut Ibro's adiiption, the coiisequeircc of the proof of its being invalid 
might be its icsuaiptioii as a Surinjnm that should liave escheated for want 
of heirs on the death o^f Miillinr Itao; but tlic petitioner could hardly expect 
that it should then be conferred on him wlto ima already received a grant 
of his share of the Surinjam of another branch of the kmily/’ 

1 b* It will he observed tlmt the Deccati Commissioner, who investigated 
the case on Owdliut Uao s brat ajipcariutco in 1824, informed Government 
(sec jHamgrupli 3 of tills letter) that Lo was the aon of Goviud JIoq Powar^ 
whereas be is now stuU'.d to be the son of Darkojee Powar, the Agent for 
SirduTti, Mr* Drown, having informed Government in the 1 Ub ]^ragraph of his 
litter No* 148, of the Hlh June 1848,— 
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” The letter from Mr. CommisBioner Chaplin, under date 27th September 
1824, No* 81| to Mr* Secretary More> Bpccifies that Owdhut Rao is the 
Eon ofOovt^d Hao; but that ia a mistake, as the genealogical tree, which I 
have examined, shoWB that he is his nephew.” 

17.. The estimated annual value of the of the Surinjam at present 
lield by Qwdhut Ituo PowarV grEiAdson, Kiislma Rna, is, according to the 
revised lists (No. 15 of Cla^s I., column 7), lis. 2,5G0-13'3. 

i have the honour to be, &e. 

(Signed) T. A. Cowp eh, Oaplain, 

Assistant Inam Commissioner. 


No. ni5L 

Political Depahtmewt* 
Diitffd March 1854 * 

Submitted for the consideration and orders of Ooveminent. 

2. It seems that Owdljut llao Powar liad provifiion made for liim by 
Government, by huiiig allowed to succeed to a share of the Suriajani held by 
his unde and futbor itt the breaking out of the war. Instead, however, of 
succeeding to a s/utre only, he got possession of the Surinjam, and after 
him h\s son and graiulsou succeeded to the Surihjam. This is the 

departure from Government orders which Captain Cowper brings to notice. 

(Signed) C.J.M ANSON, 

Inam Commissioner^ 


No* 3597 ov I85G. 

Political Depahtment. 

From 11. L. Andehson, Esq., 

Secretary to Government, Bombay, 

To Captain T. A. Cowfeu, 

Special Commissioner, in chaqgc; of Alienation Department. 

Dated 20th Ma^ 185G. 

Sin,—I am directed by the Eight Honorable the Governor In Council to 
acknowledge the receipt of Mr. Manaon's memorandum, No. 3151, dated the 
2Gth March 1854, with a report on the Burinjam entered in the name of 
Owdhut Rao Powar, aa No* 15 of Clasa 1*, in the revifled lists of 1847, to 
transmit to you a copy of the resolution passed thereon by Government^ dated 
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tlic 9llt iivRtant^ ftiid ti) iii^onn you llmt this case will Iks referred f<jr tlic oidcis 
of the lluiiorubJe the Court uf Dircetor^* 

I have the honour to he, &e. 

(Si^ed) II, L. ANDcaAoif, 

HofttlfdJ/ Castle, 20tA Ma^ 186(>* Secretary to Government. 

J^eSdluthit hij the liontd, dtUed the 9M Ma^ l&Ad, 

UEfjOLVEU,^—Two <tuefltioiia are invedved in this mvestlgation,— 

Uf.—Was Owdhut Rao Powar eutitied to more than a half of tlie 

Sin'liijam ? 

Wtts tlie Surinjaru nghtly entered in the lists of Mr. Brown and 

Ml. Warden, as “ lieiieditary in the fullest sense of the word” ? 

2 , [t is most dearly shown by Captain Cowper, that the Surlnjani liaviiij^ 
Ueen vueant since tlin aeecsaion of British rule, Owdliut UiU) Powar jm:»oiit- 
ed an nj>}>!jcutiDii for it iti 1824, as the sou of Govind Kao Powar, Tlie 
i^minjani stood in the name of Govjiid llao uini Darkf>jcc llao Powar. Mr. 
Turf[uand, iii an able report dated 81 st Jamiuiy 1849, sluiwed that was 
stroiij; reason fur htdieving a division between these two ixirsoiis w;ui cHfeettxl 
iu A. u. 1772. It is, peiliaps, unnecessary to enter into tliut discussion noiv ; 
but Captiila Cow[>er tiaa proved heyond a doubt tlmt Mr. Eipliinstoae^ij (jo- 
vernaiient only granted to Owdhut Uao hU nhare of the Surinjuni. Owdhut 
wiiK not tlifl fion of Gov hid llao, hut of the younger brother, Darhoj™ Itao; he, 
nevcithclcsi^i, sureceded in obtaining the whole Surinjam, and lie, Ids non, atul 
grandson have retained it to this day. 

8. Again, it i^ shown that the Suriiijam. was a military Surinjam {Fotij 
8111 injam). This is a Class wddeh the Honorable Court lias declared not tti 
he hercdittirtf^ unless specially ordered to be so. 

4. Under these cireumstances, the ordcra of the Honorable Court may 
lie £olieited,'~-ljf, as to whether tlie Surinjam should be regarded as hereditary 
in die fullest seiese of the word—the grant beiug one of 173G, wMch woukt 
place it ill the First Class, hut being oiao a Fo'ij Surinjam, which, in die 
absencG of speclhe orders, is not an hereditary liolding; 2/iJ, the Honorable 
Court's orders '’bould he required as to whether half the Surinjam should bo 
resumed from the present holder, under the d<veision of the Ilonorablo 
Mr. Eliibiiuitoue’s Government, was only entitled to a abate of the estate, but 
dbtalncd the whole. 

(True copy) 

(Signed) H. L. Anderscot, 

Secretary to Goveniment. 


dth May 1856. 
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I 

From Captain T* A, tJg’wpBa, AfivSistmt Inuin Comonfisiouer, 

To J* MATffloN, Esq., limui Coiuinii-sioiiei’* 

Ddted Deii^htii', DlstrtrtSi M<nch 18o4. 
Sin,-—[ have the Itonniir, iiiidfr ihv urdpr^ ntiti’d in the iniiapj;!^, to rrpoit 

Cliief Secretary’. W- ‘*'6 Siiiiiijimi ciiteiwl us Nii. H ft'(.'Iiiss H, in 

tfT Nor 4\J&, of t]te24tK the revised lists sulmiitled In (luvniiiinent on the 

er'a Iftttjr No. BrOWll, 

IstDvci^mbcr followings ^ this lioldiii;;^ in the incnio- 

randnm fi-atned hy Mr, EiphojsLnsie's Seei-ctary, Mr. MiDommll, is below 
exlracted 

3.—Gun^^adliur Gntie^Ii. —b’xd. 

Auiimj.Nrno rn, 

Kmsba Aiijulj^Lium, Tnruf Anjuigmon, Fiir'juna Ibii'spi', 

Choivtliacemid Snrdeahmookec*...* 1^ ^ 

“ 3. TJm .1 ughcerdar ^Latc^ thal lie 1 /It)" j-H [s. o.] as strited o[tpoaite, vip Ui 
the war, witli 3 khundies of grain from Aujen in thi" Kniikiin. He Inis also 
given a statement of wJmt he tbrinrily po'^.ips ,-d. Hy die di.slilt'l mcmuitft lie 
does not appear oiititied to the Unnik tin .Vsijnlgsuim : this nisLy he, however, 
owing to tlio IJmuJs of Rarsec being rtntt'fl by !*'uda^hew jMmikeshv^nr, whose. 
Km koon sUtes that Ciungadhur Titmedi wan in jHis'^essioii np to I he w^ar." 

3, In the lists Iraiisuiiltcd by l^fr. l-djihinstone lo tiie (ruveinment id 
India on the 25th October 1819 this ^^u 1 injalu wua entered, nw shown heloiv, 
as No. 3 in the Class of Paga Chiefs” i.A):— 
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4. The Surinjam was shown in the tegister for warded by Mr, Chaplin to 
the Bombay Government on the 28tli October 1:822 to have been actually 
restored to ** fliingadhur.** 

5. Tn the several tiiite framed between 1830 and 1644 this Surinjam was 
entered us one originally granted in a. 17(>3. 

6. In tlic lists Riibniitted by the Agent for Sirdars, Mr, Warden, on the 
20th December 1844, ibis Suiinjam was entered as No, 23 of Class IL, a* 
shown below 
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On the revision of Mr, Worden's lists by his successor, Mr, Brown, this 
Hurtnjiim was entered as No, 8 of Class ILj as shown on the next page. 
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AFPEffJnX IC. 


7. Mr. VVsirilcii liml m tiomu ussi^rird to thft whole of a Surinjam an 
mily (liiU'j lit Vpfiii ]i oiffy a jXidp-ji iif it Jiiijtl gmntod ; Mr* Broxvii’s ntteu- 
tifnj WHS, lunvi-^cj, ^j^iV'jiiJJy <h’tiivii lt> tills (PoUticTul Secretary's letter 
]Vo* iXjJfj, ijf till' Jkrh May jisira^rajilis iJ, 14, and 16), and fjovcrnment 
iPu'j li'd liiiii, ill Mr, \Vjiili'u>i to to ecWi jiortbn of a 

Jt^uifiHjpini llio date (d'iif hiai {}i iuf|iEil ^laiiL 

K* JJoiv, with tliCMj iiistnirUoiH on recoid, the Suriiijam now re- 

jxnfrd ini uas t iiterc^ii u\ tfje irvircd lisLs as a ^raitt of a, b, I cannot 

nndci r^laiid, ns U iias ^i‘ini!i'sl^ tta tt .tr^r ^n/nl, fitht nof iu in CQmmu- 

Utifoif Jhr tfnifihiifff fffW'ltiii.sl/f ftt'bi, in A. D. IWOI, fiy u SunucI jissued by the 
Prshwa's Mini.-- KiHuiimr, aiirl rri^isitard on the21^tLi August 1801 

(LStli ltu1>L^ r-ool-A!Jur, l'i,'’Liiiuy Myatiiin \vu rilnl')* ^ 

i\ot only Wits ihis j lie hut ihe Snrjt^jaiiid'Li]:'had fuiiuskcd a written 
stalciin iit, STot dalf^d, hnl <iulorst‘d :is iCft'iK^d by the Aj^eiit on the Gtli 


Jiiiiiiiit'v I! b !'Iniolitir dll' j’ojTi'L't dutoof oi'i^ihial ci'ant of tlic holdiiiir* and 
ivlii, h 1 n ^'idv'f'd tin: otlirn' doi'iiin^nUn^ tlaiistcrred to my 


rhiir,;r I he ui duis ronluLii'il ui tliC duof ^r'CtTcttivy's Lcltci' Noi S'iOfi, of 


tho hdlli Xio rmhi'rr 3 8.V2. 


10* iipiK-^ars to he one liiliicli f^lioiild have been entered in 

i 'liliiS ni , of SnrinJaiiiH io lie conlinin-d H>r oni' ';oiifindon from the eominertt, 
nilh a j>Mi:ilouary provision for lUc i^ci’ieration iKWt f^iu cecdin^* 


I have the hniiour to l>f>, ^cc, 

fSp^iii-ih T, A. Cowpua, (Japtain, 

AfisistmU Inam (loitiTiiissionci . 


.\up 0106. 

Ihiiid \ih Apr'd lH5d* 

SuhmlUed for the ordrti's of CioveinmciiL 

2* Tiu.i c'iise FillonU another illiisti'ation af that kind of error found Jii the 
rovistd h^ts ol' Mr U ai'di'ii niid Mr* Broivn, wliich makes^ suspicion to necea- 
savny faU on tlx? Native snhouliiiutCH in the A {rent's Oflice who assisted in the 
prepuratioii of those lists. 

(Signed) C. ,1. ATanhon, 
luam Commiariloner^ 

' Tti Ctun|;[ic]liur mid un/, flistflttd in llni revised toCoTiinl lt »0 Bupoujce md 

JiludliUH Kho GuugBiIhiir Somtiu* * 
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Nu, 224*2 OF 1854. 

Political Depahtment. 

To F* W. LlitjiiVTj 

Agent for Sirtlura in the Deccan, Poona, 

Sji?,—I am directed Ijy the lligUt Iloiiorahlc tlie Governor in Council to 
fonviii'd tin' your iiifoiTiiiatioii copy of two I'eportSj datfxl the 4t]i ultimo and 4ili 
injjtazitj fjom the In am Cominis^^ioncrj uitli ciiclof^uroii} and to state that fiom 
the fiicts therein reeoiicled it U established hcyoml doubt that tlie Snrinjnm of 
Gimgmlhnr Gmirsh Sonimi, fTilered as No. 8 ofChisR IT. in the tevified lists 
ot 1N47, was erroneouKly inserted in that elassj hoing a grant of the year 
I St) 1-02—thill i:ji ol a date snhscqnent to 1790, You are^ llierefure, directed 
to expunge this Surinjani from Class 11. and enter it in Class III. 

f have the honour to he, ^te. 

(J^igned) IJ* C. ANDfiftfiOM, 

Secretary to Govemmenl. 


litiiiihifj/ CnsdCf 18iA 1854. 
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No. 177 OF 1894 . 


t^rom Captain A. Cditpw^ 

Ainiftfini Tnatii Commiesionerp 

To C. J. MawboHi 

Inani Commlsflioiier* * 


Jlated DfOffhvTf Poona J}T$trici 9 f ]st 1354. 

SiRj—have the honour, under the infltructiona noted in tlfe margin, to 

IniiiD Comtajuieiier^t repoit upon tlie Sumyam enteied aa No. 13 of Cla^s 

1 C vised XiatA of Surtnjama submitted to 

twaimeat* to wliuS*^iunB Goveinmeiit on the 36th October 1647 by the Agent 
lierowjtbleiiuaeJ. Ritdars, Mi. Brown. 

2 * Id the naetnoiandum drawn up by Mr. McDonnell, prior to the pre- 
pat ation of Ml, Elphlastane’s lusts of Jogheore, this holdipg is not to bo 
found al all. 

3. The following extract Btiow>9 the entry in the lists which Mr. Elpbln- 
ntoDc transmitted to the Supreme Govemmenf on the 3Gth October 161^1 
uud ui which this Sunnjara was enieted is No, 52 in the Olasfi of ** Sirdars or 
great Chiefs*' (A).—■ 


1 ^11 

9 

u 
^ 1 

Ji^heer^ or Yeblf AIIoitbiuk 
to bo ccMitumod, : 

Kiunol^ or 
grPEtUit n- 
oo](Jj 04 CollOfl- 

tioo. 

BdddtalKl 
mkl Vulue 
Ot jjrsHut 


i. 


Bt. 1 

lUk M 




30,901 3} 


■■ m 

£ 





F 


m 


L 



t 





i 


I 

I 





2 


appendix l. 


A. Mr, Cli^plin, Mr* wiccGssor as Commiissioner, submitted 

to the ■nnmhny finreninipiit, ivilha letter No* J21, of Ihe 28lli October 1822, 
a re^i^tcr of ptn'HOiial Jaf^hcci's actually restored, tlie entry ut which liavio^ 
itiloreiife hi this Suriiijam is bcluw extractetl;— 
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r>* The detail of the restored E^urinjiLni is recorded in a MiiratJiGC list 
fValilt'd nt the same time in the Couimii^^jonor^s UtRce, to have coiiaislctl 
of the followin!f items 

The Moka.'isjL^ Umul of the villat^e of Wui^uni Ghcniid, 

ill tlic Poona Collector,ite Us* 409 C 0 

Ditto of Samedeh| In tile KhandcisU Collectorate. *. 1,015 4 D 

Total.., *lU* l742ri6^ 


^ T]iere eeeflut'vcry rensea to believe tbftt.thij order of T^lcue w« iTitcnitoft to rcatore 
everything i-Uiinqil hy the Mtxitiinnliir, i, e. the three Uumlt^ fur tlm vmlnfl here aAftignGd 
(lU. lOfbb-O) ia uob m itotoilj thnt of the Moko^gn, luit of the Mnokflai and Siu-dcubmooloa. 
For fiirthiir explniiatton, see the scrtmtl cluiiae of immgmjih GO of^hii letter. 

fiince the ubm'q wng. written, the ileUil of the Surinjairt coiitimicd to tUu Mooiphh^Iat hiif 
heen fuunJ in n iit^tenieutfrani^.l by the Pcccan'fkitnmiTiiioiicrV Diifburilur^ atul i^tccifyini^ 
tlieiti^nisi of etush Siainjutu ivluqh wm euatitLqqfl. la thia qtatemeuti the thfix Piuulii uf 
WiirgAUM GhcDud urc tiirteircit ut a vuliiutioa of lls* 4U0-G-O* 
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G, Tliia Sui'iujam waii not entered in the Ei&ts ftlimed iii 1634 by the 
Deputy Agent for f^irdars^ Mr* Warden, nor on ibeir reviaion shortly ftUer> 
wards by the Agent £:?irtlarH, Mr* Marnatt; neither tvaa it entered in the 
^med in 1840 by the Agent for Slrdara, Mr. Mills- 
7* 111 the lists framed by the Agent for Sirdars, Mr, Warden, in 1844, 

this Siirinjam wiks entered fts No, 16 of Claes iL, as iihown in the following 
extract 
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B* (c) Dab(jumt> Trimhuk died in Man'll 1B4G, leaving tnu' son, (e) NwIo 
O nbo<irao, and one granrlsi>n, (f) Huiuakant, the oirspring of an ^id^r hroiker, 
(i>) wh[j liad (iic^l Ijr-fmc his iather. The tienrahigifal Table of tlic 

I'acnily is given on the next page; in horeinalbir abUfUng to the iieveral nieni’ 
birrs, llio letters ulUxed to oacii name in the table will fucifibite rc ferenee. 




B,\lM)orao Kowlier.* Allccrd orj^Lnal gitotM. 


A 


JiTPEPfDlX L< 




9. In tlie reTiscd li^ submitted by the -Vgent, Mr. Brown, on tlie adtli October 1847, this Sarinjam was entered, as shown 
below, as IVo. 18 of Class II., and shown tobe tiien held by ic^ Baboora.. Trimbalc, who had died a year and a half previously 






‘4'ih¥ri illj^ 

UICJ? TrotiTMUHd! 1 |irijiJ.h’i}J 
,^lt^l^u^^f^niP^Tlurr^^J] ii+Hi : ^ 
MFtf Tiiir{iiiittj4 diiji 

■iirinrn^ rj sijo 

■fE^I ^1^ jiuif iMti, : 

"|lbrt|ii[ii JI3]; 

w[] JO Jiriy.in^ -rirr^i E,f 11 * 111111^1 


-iiin.mj ^iiirtJbTti sija JO o'fy 


■Kpino.in [ TLB 
^[TTLIlIlt;; 1110 T| TILtl"! I tiNU 

-^11 *4rLV[|j iimfiJiTi 1 [ ^ pilirff 

’VlPoruTlU 
-=>Tf ji pn n ip ]| [fp^i .PI [ I 
PPl 1| 'iM 

jp| tJojIt ^ [riLouy iii.in’inii.'s^j; 

L S ‘ 

? -3 i ,, 3 

S -J 


Hf 

Q p^r 

p j 


^p_3 £ 


■fP hiVUiis ‘■r iPiirP ^ 
,ji|| qp|i|tt uj >tl<L*{biOvj 

Ul pPrtMT:ml >1*]; JijJ Dl'OlJ ] 

'dcP)inT.igi_q^><i^|jf£ ]^(}W« JO 
<pi|^ Jjpi1ji|ji ^ni 
-TtiMooi JO omojf 


-^vniiliqD^ m(i 

10 epim 131(1 

|n iiojv4,p,,(hI hj mill cnjAi 
^ihK(U{nao( Vi{% JO '4luit^ 

I0»k‘trj(l (c onipji I 


^|S3f|J|jt|t||g|| 

d S oJS ? as e ^ 7s ^ » 


a s ff 

•R fl ? 


IfJ 

ml 



^v>uiu(Tni:i .14 [ n| |v>j[vrN[ib 
fUVii| fitju «iuxp^itt\| i^iujitp [i4ir(jf)J 

'|E[7111e,uu.>^ \iiuii 
E>q^ 0 ) ]>;>jijVi? tiomurl p.'K['t.iJgJiil .11]. 1 iphh 
.njv 0) ]]h]iiitijiiu.i .iq f}\ 1110^11 juj^ .(qj 



■uu.i.i ‘oujootpu 


B 

■4 



S i =^3 ? g ■ 

™ d c. rJ i g * 

Sif. I S^l ■ 

a? %“S-S 





iiiniiiJiQ JitfpimiaEH>n; i|iiqijiijj^ ouitmqxd 


^rLiuiu^ jypniiD'jcPOjf niiua{H|i3[{ 


'e»iUUI|l| 0 <J inU4tU[{J[ J|t|PPP|n70O}y outHH^rjr 











AFFEKPrx L. 


IQ. (loivever, u. ^ictition (referred to in the Gi3iid paragi'aph of 

III is liHt^-r) to Gavernmcint, on (c) Babooroo Tiinibult'e deaths by (a 2) 

Kur^^uiath^ (hu ^i'and-uc]>hcw of the deceased, hurl Uccn referit;d to 
the Cuh("eter of l^ooim, who, on the J()th November 1847, No* 2409, reported 
(^^po fi:Lni^r:i|iJi of tiu:^ letter) upon (n 2) Bhpoojee’e claim to hold a portion 
{»f tlici ^iirinjato hiUiitted In the Poona Collectorate (the Mokossa UmuE of the 
viitfu^e of Wni^uim Gheoud) in /nom. 

11. (k 2) ilapooji'o KiiKuh^ath in the person who lius during the last five 
yonis fuihinitel ptiiiiHifi to Government inces^santly, and who has addressed 
me ut least a chr^i^n times r^ince 1 coinmenced this imjiiiry* I parttcuhnly 
aIItide Lu this bceauHC I shall have to show that this (e 2) iJapoojee Kassiiiatli 
huH been all along endeavoming to prociirn the recogiiitTou by Government, as 
an itiaoi, of a holding which wioi released at the iiitrodnction of tlia British 
Goveriimt'iit jih ii Sniliijam, wliich vms held hy (o) Tlahoorao THmbuk frf>nt 
1817 to 1847 as a Sumijam, and which he, (J 3 2) Ihipoojee Kaesinatli, must, 
thelefore, have well known to he a Sunnjam and nothing else. (See paingra]dii^ 
44 to 49 and 62 to G4 of this letter.) 

12* All the ronfuF^ion winch has taken pIfK'e in I'ogard to tins holding must, 
boivcvcr, he nttriliutod to tJio error eoinmittcd in the Fotina Co||ectoi'*s Glficc 
^vhcll (r 2) ilnponjca; Ka>i^iimthV first petition was referred fur report, aii<l 

IV hen the fiu±s [ have noticed in the Inat parngi'nph ouglxt to have been at 
once pointed out. It is the morn cxirtiorditiary that this was not done, 
beennse the entry of the hoUling in the Siirinjaiu li^t had been made on the 
nutliority of a list of Surinjanis funiislnnl to the Agimt on the I Gtii Septein^ 
her 1343 by the Golicclor of Poona himself, (Pni-ugraph 6 of the Agcnt'i; 
j'Cjjort, ejuoft^d ill ilie 3yth [lantgrajdi of tbirt letter.) 

13, The report whieb the Col lee tor of Pooua^ Mr. Courtney,, submitted 
on the Ifith November 1847, No, 2469, is bdow lians4eril>ed 

“The villuge of Wmganm (Shrniirf, in the Khoir Tnloohn of this Zilk* 
belongs lo Ills Kighne^ss Joyajee ffno Sindia, and has been gi^ited by him 
to Prubhekiir Junardliim Surinjaniee: in tliis village Bnboei'uo Triml>uk 
Moo/iimflar hold tho Alokass^i, Surditshmookec, and Sui'J}atelkce Unmls, 

“ 3* This iinlivldual died in March 1846, and, in conseipiciico, tho 
ITnks enjoyed hy jiiin xrcre suspended, pending an inrpxiry into the validity 
of the oloiiiiH of bin hoh's^o Hucceed l^^ them, 

“ 3* The peUtiuiiLT, Bapoi^Jec Ku^sinath, and Ids cousins, Oovind Ln,\i- 
- nion and iVcLdo Jkihoimio, pn>diiee the uiidcrmczitioDcd lioouincnts in support 
of theii cluitn, tmnslatioiis of winch are annexed' Noa. 1* to IV;— 

“I, Tluj co]>y of a Sum id from Itaja Slmhot) Cliiitru puttee, dated 
Pmish Shood lat, Monday, Sliuko 47 (a* u. 1719), to the Muecaduins 
. ■ of Wuigaua\ Gheiiud, 

II* All original Adnyapuirn from Trrmbukrao Dubharcc, Scua 
Kliart Khd, to the Mucciijduins of the same village, dated I8tli Itubec-ool- 
^ Akliir, t:?oor Sun SSuJui Khuuisuu; Mya wu Ulluf (a. jj, 17^^2)* 



Aprewmx t* 




'Mil* oHghial Adnyapu^u from Bjillujee Bajee Ilao, PrtritPrti- 
dliaii, to tlio eamtij dated 5tli Junomad^-ool'^Awidj Soor Bim Suman Klium- 
Baid Mya wtt. IHluf i>. 1757). 

IV, Att original Adnyriputru from Mahadeo liao Bullal, Punt Ppu- 
dban^ to the i^amc partien, dated lltii Blmwali Boor Suii Sunmn Bcctjaln 
Mya wo UJluf (a. D. 17G7). 

“ 4. From nioioorandum received from the Snperintendeot of the 
Poona Duftnr, dated 4th June la^t^tlie fullowing entries a]spear to be forth¬ 
coming in the Peshwa’si records 

“ 111 the * llozkhird* or day-hook of23rd Bhuwal, Soor Buij Siiman See^ 
tain IVlyn ^ii UUiif {a* n, 17^7)^ iiiidcr ^ Ddfatn^ or diary, * Ohjtiiccflce 
Pulriij*^ QT letfiirs for {continuing to Triinbvik Baboorao Aroo7iitn<lar Nis- 
hnl DahliatcO) ns formerly, the Moko^sa Pmids in Wurgaum (ihenud 
village, 

*‘Two letters, one to Mie Uluccadum of the villago, tlie other to Ballajec 
'iVinibiik, Kimuivis^djir orTtdiegiiniii ami other vilhiF^e!,, 

. hi the Zinnices of t^oohlia Pruiit J{ionere fjr JSuor Bun Arlni Scetaiti^ 
(a. j>* 17(>7), jjugc 37,— 

** flahoorao .^loojiuimlar Wnrganm Glienuil, Biii'^lcsli- 


moolccc Oh ijoeomit of Netimook .Its, 40 14 0 

Mokiussa on ;urouiit of Ks. 103 . f>t 2 0 


** Kutriesalso oeeur in the Zlmrtcc^ of the following lining;-— 

A, i>. 1703, Mokusft only ^ Ks. 142 (1 0 

1303, Mokas^a and Burdeshmookcu IHO 5 0 

1300, ISLikasssi only 30^0 ]2 0 

1813, ditto ditto .. 22T 0 0 

‘*0, By a iTejmrt bom the Mamhitihir of Kheir Taluoka, the Kiuual or 
ongioal proceeds of these Umuls amount to the following sums :—* 


“ Mokassa .... Be, J fjli 4 G 

BurdcslitTiookec • *, ... *.. * * **^ . 122 G 11 

Stirpatdkec ,,. .... * ^ *.v. ^ 

Tutalt,>,lis, :3hG 7 7 



c 


are, however, linhlo to fluctuations with the rovenue of the 
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“ ti. The following w tlie Pedigi-GC of thfl originiLt gmutec ! 

Bhhoono 
Konlier. ^ 


TrSnilnik. 



Bflbooroo. BamchuuJcr, LuxiHcibn* 



Kuitukimt. KASfiinatli. Gunegli. Trimbuk, 


“ 7, The Surelcsbmooltee atid Surpatelkee tTmuls are subject to service, 
and miiBt^ nccoi'diug to the custom of tlie country, be continued to the heira 
of the deceased. The Mokassa UmuHs stated, in an order dated 15tli April 
]SS20, by tlic Collector to the Mamlutdar of Khcir Tiilooka, to be a Itat 
Supinjam or personal allowance to be conlmuedft Baboomo Tiimbuk, bat 
it is not UisfTtcd in the list of Sui'injaais in tills ofBce. 

8. Ill the original Sunud, wlitcli is i-epreseiitcd to have been lostj ami 
the copy of which is produced by the [letitioncr, no mention is made of tlie 
grant being in perpetuity : the period of enytiyment fjona the date of this 
Sunud to tlie cun(]ucst of tlie J)ecean is ninety-eight ycars^ and by two 
gcncmtiims m succession to the original gmntee. 

Tho period of enjoyment prior to the conquestj'—rechoning from tlie 
date of the original documents produced, vh, tlie Adnyapu^rus granted by 
Dabharee and BuIlaJea^Bajce Uao Peshwa,—is fi'cm the former lixty-six 
yearS) and from the latter slxty-otic yearx, and both by one gencratlou in 
snceession to the ongmal grantee. Both these Adnyaputriis, however, refer 
bi the previous euj^rymeat of the Umuls, and in that granted by Dabhnrce 
specjul reference is made to their having been held by Baboorao Konber, 
tlie fatlicr of Trlnbnk Baboorao, to whom they were then cohUnued. 

*M0. Should this Mokassa Umul be considered aa coming - under tho 
operation of the Rul^jj^or the adutissiou of claima to succeed to Inam laiida 
and charitable allowances, &c. passed by Government under date 23ru 
June 1842, the petitioners claim would appear, under elatises Ist and3rd^ 
Section 1!., to be dcflerving of the iavourable consideration of the Honor¬ 
able tlie CTOVciiior in Council/' 
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* 14. The Colicctoi' was mUtikcn in su}}]>oam^ the villoge of Wurgnuai 
Ghenud to belong to Sitidiaj cind to lie held fi-ora Slndm by Prubliiikni' 
Junardhtin Surinjamce; it is one of Lbc villuges ceded by Sicidin to the 
Government under tlio Treaty of Surjo Anjungaum^nnd found- at the oonqiiesl 
of the Deccan in the J lands of I’lubbakiir Jmmrtlhun, to ivliose futlicr Sind in 
had previously to the Treaty alienated it^ and it was, under the ordarfi convey¬ 
ed in the Revenue Se<Tclary*s let lor No* 2'249f of the I5tli November 1829, 
cGiitinucd by the lJrilinIi Uovcmim‘iit—not by Siiidia—as a life-grant to tlio 
then holder, Prubhafcur .Tiinaixlluiii* 

15* It will be observeil that the Collectnir of Poona In lik 7tli [jaiugraph 
alluded to die fiict of the Uinnl fd'Wury^unn fihcuud bavitiir been 

held in Surinjain,—adding, Imwever, “ bnl it tft not inserted in the list of 
Surinjams in this oflicc.’^ I have in luy 12th paiMgni[>li oj^phiiucd that it 
w'ua inchided in the lisis of Siirinjains furnished io the A"ent for Sirdars on the 
15th September lH4i3 from lln^ Pi (hilleetttr's OdUre* 

IG. With his report, tln^ CollerLuv ^nbuiilted 1o (lovemment Liniislations 
of the four doeuments jirodneed fty (i: 2) llapoojec Kussinalli, and I'nnmerated 
in the 3iyl [jai'agi'nijdi of llto ]i']ii>i't; aiul it iT'inai'kabhi llint in not oiu' of 
tlipflc docuinenis was ihr holding ^peci^Ud or alEudcd In ns mi liiam. 

17* On tfic rrecipt nf Mi\ Oourliii'y^s report, (loviTninciit qiieslioncd tiis 
ilclmil.ioii of ihe .Surileshniookee and Surpatdkeo I binds us being subjeet to 
service, and called /br Sfiine furl her c\planal.ion, to w liieli, and to the coriTe- 
ppondcTice vvhieii hiuk jdiu^o on the ?iubjeetj J need not furlher allude, aa it 
iUies not, apjiaicntly* aOi^i;l tiic l)ne^t^oll upon vvhieh my jc'iHirt is now 
n-qnlrcd* 

18* In a lelter No* dOfi], of llic 30lh November 184S, the Revenue Com¬ 
missioner Soiilhcru Division, Mr. Townsend, laid belbrc (ioverimient the 
cxjilanation called for iiegarding the Surdeshnuiokee and ■‘^utpiLtclkee Umuls, 
and cuiicluded his rejani with the following leconimcmdatiuLi:— 

“11* From a consideration of'f.hc coriespoudeiici:; now snlnnitted lo 
ijovctlimcnl., 1 am induced respcctfnlJy ti> state my eoneorrenc'c In the 
Poona Collector’s rejioi L dutcil Kith Novemher 1847, No* iilrcaily bc- 
fbr^^ GovcniTiieiit/’ 


19* Government on the 29th Dc^eehilwjr 184H replied (Mr* Acting lltwcnue 
Secretary Courtney’s letter H082) to the JEr venue Cinjiiiiissioucr in tlic 
following terms 

“ I Imvc been dirnetod lonekiiowledge the receipt ofyourlctU-r No, 406?, 
dated the 30th ultimo, with enelosuros, Ihriiishiirg tile intormaiion called for 
in Mr. Secretary (HohUTiiici'a letter No* 5084, of the 7th December 1847, to 
the wddrosa of the Collector of I'oona, and to convey^to you the authority of 
the Right J EonoraMc the Covernor hi (Nmncdl to the continuance cjf tlie 
Surdesliiiiookee and IMokussa Umuls therein referred to, hercdltarUyj as 
recommended by you* 

2, The Surpatdkee is stated to be an Umul or fluh-clivision nf the 
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J hrtn' Ijrrii iiisfrnrJe’d io rff|iu;;^L tliEit you ^viiLstute vvhrt.lipr tlu'jv* 
ift cojrrrl ^itr iv)it:t]jrr it is Jiofrii AViituii^ :iml tlitj IjuJilc'rj of nrccs^iity, u 

A iiodd drill of .. ruf^tu'd rfvj^^avdiui^ dsr SnvpLitdkce 

l/njiJ, uliirN {Sidrd iii liir IJr|[tnv]!ii|jj i>3‘dr]\ ronvi'jH'd to liir ltrvr>jiui (jOiiiiniS’ 
siojn r ill iJu' Ffri [‘liitit Sri ti’Niry’s I, o| tiui l:^lli July iWdU: — 

Ad^ri'[ii]<; In yotir cndtu^nir i3l. ?COh ilitl.<'d the odi uftiuiu, liaiicl*’ 

ji;.', u\t :i liitlrr frooT f.hi‘ \.4't]ii ' (^ dirr^pf nf Pt^fjiiLi rriiuidiii^ tfie Stiijuitrl- 
L; r :iMo\\:tiu-r ill tlui dlLrjr of Wiu'^iiniin, I'hiiiiU'd h\ Ikipiiojcti KusniiiiLtlj, 

iMor^ziiuidHU', I Elll^ (-l» I'ti illirrUsI tij ^lidr that us iLiis i4.Mnj Hshi'llirr uu 
I'liiti! f>r iL Ihikj wotilJ srcjiu 1o ijr luTiilitjiry tnclr|irui:]i utiy of firi'i'irr, ilir 
fiipj'liL f fotioELiMi! l]]r ( ou'i.'nior In {\jiuirll l^rrii pJi-iiM-il lo siuu;tioji It 
hriirj^ sri ri>!iFiujjrd, :is lias uIit inly laa.ii suiKLtjoiK d in Mr. A< liujx Smrtiny 
( ^‘lL:EL il'\ '4 Irtiri' jNo. [jt i!io 2’d|i Ih'ri iiiliri laslrin tlu; ruse Llir 

Suriir'nlniiiniki.'H' Lioil ^lokussa Kiouls rliiiiiu'd fiv ffii'i iiuEiiiiiiiid,'' 

V!, ^1 Jir rjisr uilrimuds f^umo Tirlmr ^'’invi'iimiriit, 

l■^Hlsr^[lll‘llt oti ri.‘ja“iS(aLtLidiKK iiiudr lj\ luiioiis ainiEd^ri's of liie iitniily, %vlir> 
roiijpluirird llial lljr koldin^ Ejurni ('iiiavd in tfio ujoir.^ JUiino tu flir 

('iplIrrliti'V Liri'niiuts, inul llit'- t'rstdlL‘il In tisr li:>l['pw ppu^ hHuIlt, i“p>im‘vr'il in llji- 
iJeviMPtir Smrliny’s Irtti’r ;\pp. fiJ7, ot llir llhli Jannury uiidirsscd (i> 

tile iirvriiiie (.'ipumiis^iuiirr Soul In to DAi^iniii; — 

‘‘Wilh ivil ‘u-nre^ Ui yoin crjupp'l ?op. ilup'd LIk' 27Tip idlinm, <ii) tlu- 

pi lition (i piui :\i‘dknht fUdiunrsiii ^li-n/umd.it „ intinE-itanJ id' Kti^^lru ^ lEiiikiin^ 
Pui'^^uuii Kfirii^ llu' l^PKJiiii (.'nllrp-(oriilr, I liitvf' lirni dinifrd iiv (Ik; 
Kj^IiI I Tojirpiitidi' (hr ( lOViU'iuj-r in (!oiii;p d \u ui/i|iEaJi:l ii n, I'lPir tlir^ Lnldri]]:}" 

of Mil' < %il|i'rl ii'of I'onuii^ lliKl t.hr PMUitinuiiin'r u-i licji ilitui v ppC !hr 

ul]EJiMLiin''S hanrliuiU'pJ in iJir t out i niiit ,it Jrtfrrs pd''Jidli f )ri-Enn]piu' 

; (\o. MJS'J, uini i2tEi Jidy Ao, M] I, ims brni uulJioji^ed i>t Ikvi ur of 

tliC iiiuir liiie;il ili'i-t iuduntr: of Jbil'unniip K'lidir]-. 

"‘J* 'J'kr in lifiipiin’r hiis kren lekninl (t> Hie <rV[lnd(>r of IVppmiu. ibv :i 
irrjdy to his |]et[(ipni.'' 

22* in llir iue:iulini(% liowm-r^ the lirjJdin;^;, i^hli h luul fjem iiRdiuh iJ as u 
Sio'InjEini ill llir ira ised of the 2dLti C h-lp-hijr IS^T^ iiad h(;on suiudhinril 
iiii stu-U by tlio llonoiiifplir ( rmrlj and its goiilinnf n i: us u ^;innt ipTa. o, I/U? 
to tu'O ^oiK'i'iUiniis iVoiii thr rontjursL, \\itii a priislou of ladf th(' net pvociM'ds 
to llic (bird ^('11 ^riillo]!, aiiliioiisi'd muloi' tiie ^riiriul saurlhni tniivrvrdiii Ibr 
Sill Jiiid hJtli pur^r^raplis oC tbrir ilrsjHifrh Mo. 1% offlKi 2'2iif.l ;Msiy |S-llb 
2X Tbr A^rnt ini' Wiidarsj ucrfu'diiii^ly, made llie j-eij^tiisite intieatliuii (o 
ihc t-piilrflor of PiKUia in tlir IbJIowiiii^ Iclter, No, til, dated tbr iHtli 
Vebriisii'y IfioO: — 

“ 111 foiwaiiliii^ tri ypui an rstnir-t. rroiii tlie rrvisrd Simnjam list (No. IS 
ijf Cia^^s n.j \vhi<di lias been sarirtioiicd by the lloiioiiibio t'ouTt of Oircc- 
fors, 1 liaxe the I (one nr to rfipRsI that yon \viU cotiLiuue tho Surii\jati^ in 
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ytnii‘ (^^ullc-L^fomlc tri Neclkuiit Bciboomoj wlio la ciUcrtitl as th*i b^gsil IioiruJ 
lJul)oo: ni> TniijJjuk Murj^unuliiir/’ 

2A. Oil tl»'- ivt’L'ijff itf tilt: Agt'iiTs k'Hirij llio Ofllocttir of I'oona matlc the 
ii'jniTt to f ioix‘irmiii’ti1 j of Fcbruii-iy 

Fii ymir JtKrr to the lie\fiiue (.bimniistiEittK'r i^oiiflieni Division, 
No. ti77, uf l]ie l^hh ulliiiid, Oovrrninent s;iiivtionvi| the ooiitiuuiim^c na 
Jipi't’ditin v of lJii: sillrjn jtiu-ts '.iLilhorl-^iiJ in tin' fiovci nuieiit letters tlatfd 
2:Jllt nemnl)! ;■ IfOS, No. nnU iLbli.Inly ISJII, iN'o. ‘14N, in Ikvour 

of l]ie mute htir-.il (iesi'clahiiit^ ui iJn^Kjot'.Lii Konfi^r AUio/tnialin'. 

**^2, I luiu’- now tEin jioiion'" to snhintt eci;jv of an ^ c.vtraet from the 
^’tatriui'nL of )Ko^Er■]ll ;'‘,a tl'O Deoiv.n whirEi arc to be lirhl for one 

uenioilion after (]h‘ i!e:jlli oftFEC orox-oL iiirdinbriTl./ fonviinUnl to 1hi^ ollico 
hv (i:e Aniij'.; 'il'"oI. ubh fiis h-i!vi' i\hi. 111,(4 the ] lilli (n^tuntj eoiiy orwhidi 
?s Ei>i] iroio \diieh ii ai!l he seen tiinE i .un theriNii ceijiLesl.tal La 

(oMjucci’, oa'. iI-h' :. M'l JoeI h in tln’cstiLiel Jo Neclliunt Ihthoorao, the 

Jr-Oil lir-b' IP* I kjIjlJlpoiu rionljulv //iiEiii'lar, tl‘[‘ nkn e-a (if the Viilioga'of 
\\ -■ '[Pin] ^'nlii-rnifb iJii Li b- .io£ ip| t!d’aF)iovpS'K'r'’i i-aLiirtioiiccl to he t;on- 

lEtMii'al :ep Jii'o 43 I:iJ i; tintaHih'S oj'(haVi'iJLinojir aFn jvr‘ O’Cen-ed to. 

■^.!. Ill li’.- ’pIm’p liiei.i ^ f iIt irh' v*p‘-'.I:.ii'^, i( tsytt ohserrt', fitaleil 
th A N hr ^^iin iiij'Oii h'' rn -iloitril O/ Jiir i-cfoinlj seal the ^p|'|'^^n^|la'(l p'ai- 
iAiiu lii'aiilrd 1o ih ■ :F( 'i! ■;ritci'Hjli[Hi,’ ami in th<‘ loth roluion tiiat * tha' 
jiojii'ai a^f (ittfL'ii i'r Id : [lavlo-.-Ji- winj havo iipiieat'eii J4 to be euntijuied 
liL'i-i ttiliiNly.' 

-k IbihanU’io l i Mjihpif, liie staled In lid' 4lh eoluinn ol Lljise,\* 

h'■M■1 lt> It tl]r|tji i." j]i"ionheo!, (i'cil in .Mao'h and Ironi the aftim^alo- 

^iriil hihla' oiu-ii in tlai' f>f|i |t;iiaLi:i'dfh of inv li'poit 'J-hiSb the UjLIi 
NL jveinher IM)7j]t i,^ ^llo\vlL that Ihc luELle Jii iis of the oii^inal j^^miitee, 
Ehihoorao K'niln::r, an' iio((^ (lulih^d into ihri'e di^linet hiuiirln's. 

r\ Onlers have Ijecui nIn’jnEy is>i!p'»L, in eoiiforinify uilti Ihc iiistnic-'* 
lions (pjtml iu Ihi'. IsL jiaivfjjrajdi, to enter tEir^ alhnvanees suiielioncil 
liy < lovanniu. tit ; s iia reililaii v In llui inalo Jinejd doscendanls oflhct ad'igrjial 
ynintcf'j 30 (lie names of ihi‘ three hianehos [ni.o ’ulmdi LEki fjiiaily is iiiiw 
4tivitla‘t1 : T !‘avi‘j tiiei'ofanef lln^ hrmorra'lo roffie: ■. j'le addin's a>t Mis Ij0^t|-hi[> 
in (Nnriieil 3 ts to liether tUU'alleialiuns shon|t^ now hrt 3ii;nlc wil.ii n .[la'ct 
lap (he IJnith whirli entered, as i have uhtivu sLatitiJj iit the 

evliuet reei ived huin (In-jlgenh ia the .luma'aaf NeelkniU Hahoonup alone, 
uEid on a ill rrivjit ta iiaite. In sn|Pcrscssioii of ihv Fiitstriietiuiis cdutajmid in 
>[Hir letter ahovo iialv'a'i Leti i-j." 

^io. Til rt'fdy, the (hdh.rt.ajr of Poona. mfonned, in the Rcvctiuii Scere- 
laiy's letter Nap. of the oiHh Atareli li^V^— 

With referenrn to yonr h'tteJ" No. ihited 2oi'd February la^rt, I 

have licni din ried by (ho Hi^dit llonoiafiie Ihc (Joveriior in (.oundl txj 
mjucal you ivi 11 favour hbu with iiifui niutiuii aij to whetJicr tlie ehiints el 
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tli(j l\!krkoorifl in in tlir cixtmc^t of tin; fctatmmit ap- 

priiiicd tri rlj(' J['ltri- hNh. fil, [Inkd HiLIi iiltliiio, from th(" Actinj^ Af^cut for 

tSiivlars, ivili lu' ... ut all if ymi aiitliorisGiI to coiUiiiue 

iicl irw Ihr Lii^truL'tloT^ tn noviiituncut Idler No* i}77y tlate^d lUtli 

.hinuEiry last,” 


2f>. The o[)iiJtHkn (iVi>, oE fin: Ihh iMfiy of the Aj^eiit for Isiichirs, 

whit ii (io\£Tiiiiieiif had ealled Ihr, niiil v\hieli is hnluw iLaikserihed, was sub- 
luilled with Lho ihuniuletter Nii. the 2!d Muy 1H50:^ 

“ I have iho hotioin^ In tlio id>'^(Ener oT the xA^jrnl oia. leave^ to aekiiow- 
ifie li'oeipt nf your [ollr r No. tinted tlie lihtii iiltimk)^ 1‘frqtM^sth)" 

uii early reply to yoiir ptenous ruuluuikiieatioi], jVm'. J'-I Ij ihdod tile dllv ideiii^ 
tninsmifIliiu: <'^3|>y ol' a c [>] lespiaideiiee lelidive to fhe ?^uiinjmii of tlie late 
jSeelkiiiU J3alKiOJ7ixk Mrioxunttljr^ ami Jiskioj:^ fi^r the iurui'niLifiou ic^rniired by 
(ioverauki-jLl ill ihetr Ei tt.er Xo. '^2107^ nl'llie '^(l(li jVjtnidk fust, 

** ‘J. ill rcjily, I be^ to tdjserVO thiit tlte Knrkuou^ releircd to m tlu: 
I oflk feliJTiui id tfie 1 ‘sfi'netot Xo. I f'hus l]« JVnm till'sliitefiieiit of the 
jiuKlej'ii Sufitjaiiis iki the iJeeran are ideiilir-a] willi tla^ IHotjv.umthir. TJie 
renal I k in that eolmiin ha^ been Inuisenln'd thmi the nonorable Mr. 
I'd p hill stone's slitrinnit, |j oni liieli an E'vtiaet is lien to appemlcd, whieh 
will sliow that it was iikade iw him on the name of iJie J^eiiajKiteo, Tiie 
jiorlinn theii' jefnied to i.s idenlJi-al lulii the poy.'iessicai of ihe Moo;£li]nd^i‘S^j 
who ovre Kai koons cif the l^enajndf'e. Tiie IriiTice* Jjowever* whited by 
Ml'. 1'dpEiioslniu% has herti eliinioeilj in t'lnist'tpieniM! of tlu' Kules laid dowti 
1>Y the 1 foiionihle the Cusirl of Uireetors iii uhieh leii to the fonna- 

lioli of the Sininjuni lists. 

'S. \ am not auave of the jj;;rom]ds on ivhreli f.Eie deel-^ioii eommimieufcd 

in fio^eriiiiU'iit letter No, ^77, dafetl Ihtli JauLUki v hi'it, ivas urriiL'^l at, bnt 
fiir t.in^ iiiiisoii ubi.'vi‘ siateilj I do not tliinkj’'^ in (fie evrin of (joveniiucill's 
adhereiTce it, thiit the ehiiiiis of the Kuikouiis iiill be foniul at ;d1 eiiibiu- 






'J7. (iovornnient replied in thedr tteemnie Soerotary^ tetter i\fn do55, of 


the t^tli ,June 1 Sot I, and luilborised llie (^illeetor of Poona to cuniinuo to 
iiet on llie iiistruer' nis yii'eii in the (ro^cinmeiit letlcr dated Ibe llhh January 
lust, No. fi??;* 

'JS. 'I'liis deeisioii la'as |ji'ofesied against by Neehi llaboorao, ivlio had 
been entered in I lift rm isetl Siijriiijiuii lists as the person tu wliom tlic 
tfiniiyam slioula be oonthnn;d as the seeoiid ■^eiieiiilion, and who on Uift 2f5th 


■" Tln^ flirt of diiN beini? tlic hulrlin" of finfff one (mf fjf /Jfree Kiirkec^int tif DabhikTcc, wlioac 
^iinniiuaa Mr, lllphuiMliPiie eiiiitinuL'd, nail uf time 1te|dlap;!i linvuip^ been ContiiiuHl an 
jjjrt ijec/y ffre smiHi- tiTnu'i.^ uiii^t liio'C fwiipcil the Agesiit: one of these Siiriikjnima \a entered in 
the revised ns Na- ~ of CIilsb T. ; the ulhcr duci oot 4tp|itnr lo be tnLert'it nt ntt. 

(fSijriicd) T. A. Cowrifn, CnptflJa, 

Asbistaut Eutiuk Coinmliiiioucir, 
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January 1851 ftjd<lrc‘iscd GovcnimeiU, i*t.'qucsting tbal it miglit Jje so continued 
to him lln‘ heir. 

t2y. Thi^ [jctilitjii was referred to the AgniU for I:^irilars, wlio, on lUo 5til 
March IH51j No. 1 10, re|Hii'tcd an fi>LIu\v±^ i— ^ 

*^Th(! A^rnt fir Sirtlaii? in the Dec rjiti iia^j the honoiir to refer the Itight 
Jloiioral.ile the (loveniov in Coimeil in Mr. Jfiitilrr's re|nirL diiU'd JUlh 
rt'briiary 1850, on a ju titjon frcuin the petllionerT and to ihc (jovcninirnl 
letter reptving theieOi, No. 1004, dated .^th Mnitdi IS.jO, :uid to stile that, 
ill eonhnniily v\jth the S:iurinjmu h.«ts <if IK47, tlie petitioner ahnic* is enti¬ 
tled hy the law of de^^ri lit to hold the k^ui injaln for Ide, iiviLli a fKuisiim 
equal to half the prtn'eeds nf it In lii;^ eliihlreii:, the prtilinJier being the «nle 
heir Lif TJalHinran Trimhuk Mnn/miafar, iho first jlritii^h grantee, as will 
uj}]ie:ir in Nn* 18 nf<d;iss !l, uf the Snriiijimi list of 1847. 

it nppeiuv, Jnitt'ever, lioin ii eomniunh ationi roeeived frtim the Colleelor 
cif PnoiiLi, lliat nil On; death nf the Ihtlier of the peltlinjjer, the Snriiijain 
ihrnied a snhjeci nf hnjuiiy in the Tnijhiiud Depnitineiit, the resull of 
uhieh u as fhnT. (i[iv<'rninenL sLinetioiieit (letfer li’oin Seeretary in tln^ Terri- 
tipiial Departoieiil, Ih-viNoie, tntlie Krvenne Iloi]iiiiis>loiiei: Snutlieiii Divi- 
sinii, i\o. (177, dated JHiii Jannai'V 1850} the eonOnoitiiee ot" it on heredi- 
taiy teiiiiH.i (rj tfii' mate dcseendsnits uf tlie original grantee, hy vi'Jioiii it is 
mav enjoy tal. 

** When the final insiniettnns of (hivrriLineiil on (he SLirlnjuin lists were 

fiirwiirded to (he L'olleetor of Ihioiia, the question was 
again ngjtatedj^ as appis^vs from tlie papers noted in 
the margin, and (hiveriiineiiL linally adhered to thnir 
former di'ei^ioo in favour of the mate <lescencliinls of 
tiio originut granlee. 

'I'he Agejit would respeetlully observe tiiat tlie 
deeisioii of t h>vei'nnienj is not in aerordutietr with tliif 
(!slahlisj]ed Hales wlii<4i irgofotc (he descent uf JSii- 
riiijanis. Tim j};iriles to whom tlie ■^urhijam has 
Iranslerreil ar^^ the eulliitmal heirs, atul (heir 
nanieis du not appear in the r'liriu jaiu list of 1817* Should this deeision l>o 


“ T.eller fioai tlie f^il- 
li'tOii' <jf t*[]in]k To lllLl 
Sn-rn'tiiry in lUr 'l\-rritij- 

I'l ill 1 j HI r 1 ! Ill’ I IT. N IJ+' J'S i , 

ibtrti gjvil i\'bjfu:iiy 

“ Jti'ply tf> dll' aTp'>ie, 
il.TtL-^il 4 nl Miireli 
Xn. 2\n\i. 

" l*(' 1 (rr fjfinn the C Jde f 
SL'i’ri'[[Li"\', Nil. ‘I:]JpO, 

daU ‘^1 i^lli Jiiiie iS.pti, III 
the CelliTtiir uf l*tiuiiii.’' 


A rertifieate of litTr4ii|i. ihin-4 ititJ E^tli XuvrmljiT 181(1, Xijh Kdl, ]i[i[]e:t]'‘!i tu liAva limi 
grfuiloth utiiler (lie ivm^iEiuiTs cif lleg^tdiLtieii \ llh el' IH-T, Ipy Mr. Itjeiitt, wai Jiff/yi*, to Xiielti 
llsthmTirsici, t!:t‘ n,;rutjit of ii iiiMiie'it ibiti'tl tlie 5rh 8e|itemlii‘r 18 pi fruui llic ollior ]tii:u]< 
bers fif ihe family, briui^iiig lu liie uelii^. tliL' c\iEiU'iic'L' of (r) UiiiunkiiiiliLiid utlaeni, 

(Sigiad) T. A. (N^weiiH, t 7 ]i[itiun» 

liiam (^muiiii^sioaerK 

f This ajTpiiRTs bn lit tlic roininuaiciitiuh No. of the lJtl!i OetuiKT 185^1, Teferred to 
in the Intli cIliiiec uf tlie piuiL^raiili of tlii*; letter Hstliat ia which tliu CollerLor iUiatiautly 
ivlatcd thftt RumilkiUit Nuraiag beltibgcd to thu M-Jit l>murh of the family.'' 

(digued) T- A. CowpiiH, CfipUin, 

Aaiibtant [nBiu Coimiiuiaioiier. 
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adhereiL lo, n prectMlcnt will Ijc foriuo<] by wliich with similar pretfin* 

Rioiis ivill cixiit^ Ibi'ivuiHj and cliiimA." 

i)t). T slicinid Jici'c sLatc tliiit on the deatli df (c) Babnomo Tiimbuk the 
Khaiidoisli portion of lli^ i^uijnjarn bad, the CoUeulorj Mr» EI/diijiHtone, 
a’^pui k'd t ^c>» 74-b of the I7t]i May to tli(! Bevouuo Comaii^^iioiier Nortli- 
eni Dlvi^on), hctai <^diiLlliur(i to tile son (fi) Nculo BaTwonio, on the AUtbonly 
oj'the invited lists: thrs^ however, tiiins out not to have been ttie ctme, and the 
mistake! hashed] pointed out liy Mr. HIphhistone's suceessor, Mr. Munsfuildj 
in pnrs 4 ^raph H of lett(!i' to Covmimeiit No, of the ^ytli Juniuiiy 

ill. 'J'hc pLoL'ceilin^s in thiseaire wei-e rcjKJited to the llonei'able Court of 
Dirtietoi's by the Jloinbay (aoverninent m puni^niphs 21 to 23 (below iiuoted) 
of a dcspaieh NIo* f)'2, dated the loth July iHoU :— 

“21. In pamj^raphs Wt t[^ 137 of onr letter dated tlie Ifitli Oelgher 
lust, No. l :i:3, we hsnl the honour to inform your Ifounrable Court that 
we luid authorised the continuatu-e]^ hrrrditarily, to Bupoitjee Kussinuth 

ooT^omdar and othei's, of eerfuiu liinniH in the village of Wtirgamu 

CheninJ, in t/ie Khchr Tufor>kii of the Poona l^ilhi. 

^ * 

“ 22. When snhinittioji^ this ease fur uur consideration hi the Ticveiuie 
Depaitineiit^ tJio (hilJectoi', it a[]])eai's, was not awiiie that tlio Moka?isa 
portion of the ehiiui Jm<l been eoiisidercd mid reported on by the A^erit for 
iSirdars, nor weic wc omselves awaie^ when the cluitii i amc before iis the 
Bectmd time, that it hud been ulieudy deekleil in the Polilhal DojKotmeiit 
in u. less favoiinddo niuiiner to the elutmuiit, consdjuent nii yoai ironomble 
{jHitVs instil lotions eonvoyeil in pamgmpli 30 of your political despatch 
No. IG, dated the 22iid May iKdll. 

“ 2!J, Our reasons ibr nilheviii;;^ to the decision ]>assed in the Pcvciiue 
1)e[uu'tiiuuit me iletuikd in tlm acc{.nujinnying proceediiigs.^^ 

32, The# rcjdy of the Tfunoriihle Court, conveyed in the (Joili and fifltU 
panifcoiphs of their j>tilUkul ilespaleli No. 10, of the 12 lIi Febrnury was 
iis follows:— 


Go, When you jiiissed Ihk dccisjun in the Revenue Department, you 

ivei'e not aware that we Innl, in our politienLletter dated 
the 22nd Mtiy, No. IG of 1840, paragraph 30,decided 
ihutthe Mukassa Unuils oftfiis fainily i^hould not ho 
coiisidcL'ial licreditaiy, You arc, however, still of opi¬ 
nion tliiit the decii^ion in tlie lie venue Department was 
eoucet, and your Pi evident states that although the 
original grant, as ascertained from the Sunuds and 
records, is showm in tlie revised if^uriiijsini list to liave 
been coiifcirrcd hi a. d* 1767, the documents forwarded with the ColleeCor's 
rcjxirtof 16th Noveinlier 1847 show lliat tile aJluwanec was originally con* 
ferred in A. □. 1710. 

“ G6. If tills be eoti«ct, the allowance sltould, under the general rule luid 


llprrnuc h'ttcr <lnf ed 
July. X(j. rti of 
IHatl, pnriJi^iik])h» i!l t(i 
tiiLV'c iLiitlioriiiisI l;]hu 
(.Diiliiniauci^ Ijcrudltarily 
to Kii^HiniLtn 

J^toos^auvlibr null uthtfdj 
of ciTtiLUL Pmultt ill the 
villaae i>f Wiirgauii.1, 
Zilk Pooud." 
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down by ug, be cooeidcrml licrediuiry ; but it ifl witli mucb regret that we 
leiiirii ills existence ol eo serioue an error iu tlie Sarinjam lists, on whidi we 
nccef;s)!irily d<;|>eiided for the groiiiids of fact on wliich all our deeisiona on 
the ciHitmuance or rcsamption of Surinjams have been passed/^ 

33* Tlie wIkiIc rase was next reforicd to the Iiicim Commissioner, Mr. 
Hart, who was desired, in the JlercjiMe Secrt'tnry^s letter No* 7301, of the 
lotli July IBol, to gnbinit liis opinion on tUc point at issue as to the parties 
to whom tlie arrant should 1>e continued 

34. Mr* Hail on tiic 4th August IHiil submitted tJie ibllowing report, 
Ko, 7;— 


[ have the honour nf replying to your letter No* 7301, duted 15rb July 
JS5J, ix=gardi]ig the continnanee of eertain tJmills eluimed by some descend'* 
ants fif'iVimlmk ihdmorao Mr>o/nnnlar. 

“ 2, The oetpies of cyrrcsjioiidcnco whiefi a<rcom]>aiiy yonr letter show 
that, idler nuirii eonsidemtiun, t ioveriiment decided (vide f iiovei'niiicnt letlerH 
Nos. 007 nud 4-Vj,'j of 1H30, dated lOth .bmtiary and Hth Jtnis in that yearj 
ttifit all of iIks Ibiiuls in rjiieslion ^hoidd he ecuitinued hereditarily to the de- 
seenduoU iif Uahootan Konlirr,—i hiM is, ha I undrisbiiKl it, tliut (Tovoinmciit 
has ]dedged it^df not to resiiiiic any of the Cnnds st) long as their! may 
be In c^xlsieut'e any nnile heii' of nnile desc'enl. from Dubooiao Konher* 

3. At the sumo time, it apiiears fi’oiii Mr. [''Ijihinsteuc^ri lis^t, from those 
^inec prepared by the Aiient llu’ Sii'^hirs, und from the nature of the title- 


dct^ls Ihrthronnng, that llu! Uimds oftlir- village^ however designated, liavc 
i>eeii liekt ttii personal Srninjam by the cliiimanrs family* 

“ 4* 11 would, therefore, appear that it is the hembtury eontiiiuanro i>f 
a jiersona! Surinjunt to wldcii (*uvertinicut lias pledged itsell, au stilted 
above in my 2iul pLuagrapli* 

o. If dii.^ be die ease, in order to jedcieni the pledge of eentitniance to 
the male hell’s of Uabooi'ao Konher, ami at the same time to uphedd the 
nislum of iHuiinjamee Siiecessinfi, a bi'tmdi of vvlneb might lead to ineon- 
venicnee, as explained in the last ]>ai'agrajdi of tlic Agoiit'n report to 
f loveriiment, No. llU, dated 5th March 1351, it will bo imeeH^ary, 1 think, 
that fjiovernincnt should, wliilo drelariifg the Unmls licrCKlitary an above, 
or<ler that tht^y sttuukl be matle over to tin: managCTnont of tlie person wlvo 
may be the eldest wm of tia: eldest brancli of the family* leaving its otlier 
members to settle with him for any shares to wdiich they niay,p>HHibly, 
have iL light, 

G. Ill applying ilus plan, Government might issue u notice to the 
Rcvcral members of the family, informing them that the Umula are to be 
coiilinucti by Government, aeconling to its pledge, so long as there shall be 
in existence niiy male lieir in male descent from Babuonto Xonher, but 
that tlie name of the person who from time to time may be the represen¬ 
tative of the eldest branch of the family is to be entered in the accounts, 
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and he alone; is to l>c recognised as Waheewatdar, tKe otliei^ being left to 
settle with him for any claims tliey nmy Imvc on Inm for shares or other- 
' wise. It fhnjii ind clearly appear from the genealogical tables contained 
in the cor I'cspond cnee* w he the I';) according Co Chid plan^ the Umuls should 
he given up to the management of Neclo ilaboorao, or his brother Nurseo, 
or (it he he dead) to the son of the latter; hut one of these thi'ee must 
rcj>resent the eldest branch of the family.’" 

35» The Timm Commissioners report, f^uoted in the lost pamgrtiph^ wason 
the 27 l1i ftnplembor 11^51 referred to the Col lectors of KhondciMh and 
Piwna^ will I letters fi^iu the Revenue Siccreliiry, niimliered respectively 9437 
and U438j inquiring whether lliey (the (hiUcelors) could any objection. tc» 
the arrangement pro[josed hy the Inuiti Coininidsioncr regarding the continu- 
auee of ceiiain Llmnld 4;Ialjned by some descendants of Triuibuk llalworao 
MeozuindjU'.” 

Jhi, ^I'hc Oolleetor of Poona, Mr» Courtney, reddled on the 30th ?'(;pteniher 
18'>l, Mo. 2807, that ho wud "aware of no ohjeetion to the nntingcment pro¬ 
posed hy tlie riiain CoiniuifLsIoiicr! it eeeais, lioivcvcr, to be a point whicli 
Governnient alone is L-omj>eter)t hi decide/' 

37. Thu Collector of Kliandoish, on the 29tli January 1853, No. 280, replied 
that he could nee no ohjeetioii to the majiagemeiit of these iJjiiuls being 
made tiver tii the eldest ol' the eldest bmneh of the family, whose tiainu 
bhoidd be entered in the vllhige accoiinW" 

38. "With the CJiief SeereLary’s letter No, 39U, of the 30th August I85T, 

the past proceedings of Ihe Iiium Curninissioner's report of the 4til 

August 1851, No, 7) in this ease were, "together with iin exiiact paragrajilis 
<j 5 ami hti from a despatch Iroiu the llaiiorable the Court of DirectOi'S, No, 4, 
cUvt^^l the 12th of h\-bifiiaTy last/* (quoted in [Miragraph 32 of lldf; letter,) for¬ 
warded, Cor any remarks (>!■ (;>cpluiiatifai he might have to otl'er, hi tlie Agent 
for f>irdars, Mr. Ihxiwn, whose “ sjHM^ial atUuitJon” was " requested to tho 
remarks of llie lltnuirahlc Court at the dose of the fifilli j>ariigiaph/' 

39. The Agent's rejily, No. 432, of the 15th December 1851, is below 
transcribed t— 

" 1 have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, No. 3941, 
dutetl the 3ytli August last, transmitting, for any rcniai'ks or explanation 1 
may have to oftcr, copies of proceedings on tin: stdijecC of certain t'rniils iti 
tile village of Wurgaum fdiemntj in the Poona Zilla, together wuth an 
extract pai’agiaphs 95 and hU from a despatch of the llDnomhlc the Court 
of Directors, No, 4, elated the I2tli Febniary last, 

“ 2, In reply, I beg to slate tliat tlie name of Baboorao Trimbuk 


• ** Ijq in fi of Pooaii Callcrtor’t report No, 24G!), 4atcd ICth Kovemker 

ia47 j in parB^jiph 3 of th« Right lIoiii>mble the Governor** Hinuto dated l»lh 
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Mfxmmulur la rceunliHl iii the revised Siirmjn.iii liBtfi under Nrt, ]H in Class 
II., mid the foHt>\viiicf possessions arc therein shown to hclong; to film * 

“ Mokassa of Wurgaum Ohenud, in Poona i iJa. 40!) 4 0 

Ditto of Saiuodeh^ m Khaudcish .. 530 15 G 


Total*,,.Us, 960 3 6 


3. The t'niuk designated Stmlcshniookcc and Siii-|>.ate[kce are not 

entered hi the Sui injnm * 

4. Tiiegroniids on wlik h the two Mokassas have been entered in the 
Sitririjam lists are thiit the Coiiinnssitini^s in the Deccan, the IlEmoruhIu 
Ml . Elphiiistouci anti IMr, (JhapUn, h ave con aiderc;d the I^Iak^iasas as Surin- 
jam, and tlipae ITmnls are, aecoi'diiigly, found in llicir res]>ective lists^ from 
which e\tracts are amieved. Tin: Karkoons aJhuhsd to by the CommlHsioncr 
arc specified by Mr. Chajilin: one of the three Kartooiis there mentioned^ 
Jjabrj[>i‘ao 'riinihiik Aloozimidar, is stated to have possessed a Surinjam of 


Ks^ (fviinial csthiiutr). The m'dcr id'the Commissioner for the 

I'cstonLlioii ofthe Unnds sliows that tJiis uiiioniit was made cts tbJlinrs:— 


Mrjkiissa of V^hirgiiiiiii Clicnud Itu. 409 6 0 

Ditto ofSamodeh.. 1,015 4 0 


TuUl_Its. 1,4^24 10 0 


^^V'ahieuf the Mokassa statctl in the t.Mior (JliUtce and in ttio revised list 


is tl]C same us regsu-ds the village of AYiii^iiuta, bnt it <liflcrs as rcganls the 
vd!iitgc of Suiiiudeh, which dilhiicuice is l.o [>c atri ouiitial tor by the cirt^uin- 
stuiic-o that the amount stuteci in the revised Sminjuni lists is net revenue, 
while Lltul shiteil in the (JhurChitec is the Kiimal or gross amount. 

“3* I heg to snmoy translations (d'tlie two Snniids issued liy the Pesliwa 
Madhow Ihui liullal, dated i?ljS and 1700 respectively. These documents 
distinct]ythe teniii'c of the grant lo lie yui iiijau), and allude to the year 
17(i7, which, in the ahsence of any iiirtlicr proof, iias been hold as the date 
of the grant. The (.'otiimissioimr in the Dcccan viewed it in the light of 
Sm lnjam, and eontinu<!<i it aceordiiigty. I do not, therefore, see any leasoii 
why Uio gimit shotdd be disposcMl of under the aJludi;d in the IQib 

pimigrujih of the Golleclor Mi-, ConrtiuVs report dated the IGlli November 
1S47, tis liiam lands, particularly os the CoUcctrirs of Khundcish and Poona 
have both in their Jliaree Putinas drawn out on the I3th September 1^143 
(extracts of which are annexed 1, have [s. o.] recognised and fetaied the 


Mokasfa of these two villages as Surinjuiiis, and the year they were granted 
ia specified aa a. 3>. 17G7. 

“ 6, Bahoorau Trlnibuk was tlie first British gnuitee, and the Surinjam 
held by him should, aceoiding to the rule of succession to SuHnjams, de¬ 
scend to Ins son Neclo Bnboorao. The collateral heirs, Bappoojec Rassinath 
uiid others, can, thiiicfore, Imve no claim to a ^^urinjam of their gi^nd-uiielc. 

7. Baboorao's anceatoi^ were Rarkoona of Dabhuree, and, tlierefonr, 
3 u 
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the: to nccGtssarJly of a Surinjani chai'actcr. L would notice 

lioif! tijut tiu: tfirm Suriiijam CAma into iims m llic reigii o#' MaJliow Rao 
Ruling wlio by tliat term alt former ^mots wliich wtiv. made on coii- 

dilinii of service to the Statc^ and ivliidi in tlie mPiuicy of tbe Mnratba 
oiupmt Imd been deKi^imted by vuf^uc terms sJ^ifyingaMj^liort, muiiiicuajice, 
VC III liner at inn^ ike^ 

With refercnco to tlie date of tlie j^ranb it ap[w:Lrs that 13apoojcnj 
Knt<siiiatli, the ^I'amUiieplicw^f the deceased Jlaboorao Trimbuk, produced 
a pa|a’r purporting tube a copy of a Suniid of the Sattfira Raja dated l7Rh 
In the aixsenee of any proof of the existence of tlie original i^unud^ uriil of ita 
nnlhcntioily, I do not consider that it aliould be eomidcred a valid doeu- 
nieiib Another pa^jefj purporthij^ to be an ovtlev of Daldmree Senapnlcc 
dated IT.yj, ia produced by the same person^lnit I do not see among tlie jji o- 
ceediiigs bnlbrc me hi^w its aiUlietilicUy was tested, Tbo third is an order 
ol'tbti Pi^sliwa daleii but it is nut registened in the Reshwa's J)ufliir* 

^J'he fourth is an order fmin the same authority dated 17b7, ivliieli alone, 
[\Tr. Tnrc|naii{L says in his letter dated the llth April I84tj, is regiiitei'ed in 
iJif! Diillnr. The nLcinmb^ in the Uuftui oariy^ bark the enjoyment of Ihc 
lliiiiil's only to the year which would not make the grant hereditary, 

1 would, therefore, view the filial thi'^^e ^^luiiids produced by Rapnojeii with 
gLi!^]>ieiun, and more so the eojiy of an old Sunnd alleged to have been 
lost, until tlieir anthentieity was established by eonfinuatory evidence. 

“ &. lliihofjrao TriiuEink did not ])resent himself at the time wlicn f.hfi 
Sm ill jam lists were under preparation, and, thejeforc, the dntjc of I he grant 
given in the list U that which wus found in the extant records oJ' llie f^esh’ 
will* ISaboorao is accordingly plaeeil in Class ILof f'UvitiJnniHafi giiuitceof 
the yt ar 17(i7, and the oniix jn-ubitntli will rest with Ids son, Neelo Ilalioorao, 
of proving satisfactorily that the giiiiit was dated befuiTi the year l7ol, wlien 
only it would he hereditary to tlie mule lineal dei^eeiidant of the ilist Jliitlsh 
grantee, llaboorao. 

“ Ub r (rust that the ahuve explaimtion will remove the unfavourahle 
imjnesaioii on the mind of the JIunurable the Court of Directors, as ixiU'- 
voyed in paragraph GC of lUeIr dest^ntcli dated tlic ll2tli February iHoL 

IL Coph sj of tJie proceedings received with your letter undci'reply 
arc herew'ttli I'eturncJ.” 

40, At this stage of the proceedings the corrcspimdence referred to in 
pm agraphs IJ:> ■'o 30 of this letter was referred to the luam Comiuissioncr, Mr, 
Hurt, who was, iti the Revenue Secretary'^ letter No, G20, of the Sep¬ 
tember iJ^o'i, desired (o submit a ** report and opinion tliereon*” 

A- n. ir^r till! date of grnnC {Entered in tlic hits, but the Agent hps hiniHctf «tn(eil 
in thu {irccciUiig piimgra]ih of thin letter,—**The uccounti of the Dnftur carry back the enjuj- 
tavnt of the Uniula only to the year 

(Signeil) T, A, Cowrsflj daptnin, 

Aulatast Jnam CoimniHiioiicr, 
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41. Tfio rtisc rcfcti^d to me by Mr» Itart, wlio i» bin letter No* 1782, 
of the 21at Msireli 1858, Jiiieetetl me to funiUh any obtamahle jtifortiifttioa 

to the real nature of tlm claiim of Neelo Babuorao Moozutndar and hia 

family-" 

42. The remarks of the Honorable Coiiii of Direetotf^ (quoted in paragrajili 
82 of this letter) on the e^[>lanation atlbnlcd by tlie Apent for Sirdara Imvo 
been received in the 12lli jHirairriiph of their despatch No* 12, of Uifi I3th Mareh 
1858, below quoted 

'* Pai-u. 12* The Moka^sa Uitnds^i after having been included in tlie 
" Ffl. Furtlier rorre* Snniijam listit, and nubjeclcd to the Rules ajipUcable 

.Te^injerin^ to f^urinjams of mrrh^in dale, were decided in the 

ifevemio Uepartmejit to be Jieriiaitary po^BscasLons 
PAo iHuuKtniLiULi-.^^ dating from A. J>. 17HJ. Mr* iSrown, the AgejnL fur 

Siidais, by whotn tlicj list* were compiled, ba.s, however, shown strong 
reasons fur adhering to the opinion that the Il'muls sm: Suriiijnms, and for 
considefijig the evidence on which lliey have heen decided to be of aneteut 
dsitij as iiic<niehisivc. Mi. Browui'h letter has, we observe, been referred 
futlic RevcinJO Department for furth(?i' coii^idfa'fitioir*"' 

43. My report upon Uiih easesihould, it appears, he confined to Uie follow- 
hig ptJinU:— 

Ur.—On what tenure (i, e* wiicther Scnlnjsim or Inain) was this holding 
orTgiiisilly gmated and held np to tho introduction of the British Goverii- 
ineiit '! 

2inJ.—To whom is llic holding contiunable on the tenure on which it was 
originally granted luid £u1>sc(pietit1y held t 

8rf/,—Do the ]>ttst pi'oceedings of Gove n) meat ixudcr it neersfistry either 
to coiitinne this holding on any other tenure than the one on which it yvas 
ongliially iiraiited and on which it was continned by Mr. DlphioHlone, or 
to c^unlinuo it on any tenure whutcwei^ to oilier than the jiei-sgn or pereons in 
whose names it would be entered under tJie c\istiug Kules wdiieh H]>ply to 
«m'h allcnutiohs ? 

44* It to be remarked that in none of tho d<ie.imiciits, tranfilntionA of 
which accompanied the Byona Collector's rejjortNo. of the Kith Novem¬ 
ber 1847 (quoted in [utragraph 13 of tins letter), Ls there cither specllicatioii of 
or alluHion to the tenure upon which this holding was glinted aud held ; in 
eaeh of the docitmenhi it Is trtercly refen-ed to as an aUenation. 

45, But til ere jseeins ri^ason to believe that in this case fraud mtist have 
hern committed in the Collccfor/» Ollice, if, as I supjXifiC they must br;, the 
IMiirathee documenu now l)efore me, nnd which have heen received from the 
Coilector, are those which were en rncortl wlieji Mr, Courtney's report 
(quoted ill paragraph 13 of this letter) wua framed ; for t find among them two 
rlucnmcnis produced (|mrngra[di 47 of this letter) by the elaiiuanU, which pur¬ 
port to be letters of injimction from tlio Pc$hwa, dat^^d the 23rd June 1793 
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(13th Zllkudj Arbft Te<L’ftnm Mya wu Ulluf), aiid iftsucd in cotiiJcquonce of a 
re[>rcs(?ntation made l^y (i*) Trimbiik BiibE>f>i^o Muozumdur tlint he did not 
iToccii^e liU p]Ttj)cr sliare of the revcmio of Wiir^uin Ghenndj whicli elmre 
(i. the llnice Umiik liow cliiimed) isdUtinetly speeiried in the Suimd» nfl. pre- 
viounly held iH Sitriif/fff/i for the maititeiJUnecoHiis (the Moo^umdm V) fittiiilyp 
^ l^koon tceii Uinul poorvee paf3WJon ttfilyaa Siikuratoon Souti^ar bej^tneoii 
t iTt^i 

Sari nj am uhe. l 

4Gp These Snnnds, however, althonii;h ti^ijaed in llie Peshwa^s nanie^ di<3 n&t 
emanate directly fioin him ; tliey appear to have been if^SEicd by the tlien Mani- 
liitdnr of Jooiiicre, Aiiiindran Wishwmiatli Lehiy, who held the Mtuitidlkee seal 
(that ia to say^ wa^ ciiti iisted witli fall power to isftuc oi^ revEike Snnuda, &(%) 
ill tlio^ disti'jeta from abi>ut A. i*. 17SH-SU to 1794*1)0. Thiii iiifbiiiiatlon, 
whudi JH derived from an old hereditary Kaikoim, Raojee J^eudsiiy, who wum 
oiiipJoycd in tin: Pe.'ihvvii'a Uiiftii]' sixty yrnrs is eonvj bora ted by other 

derunienta fomid sLiiioiii^ the acooimts and ]}a|jcr3 of the iiile (jownimeiit 
ohluhied from vaiiotLs fpiartors^ in the prudent rase, poi'lioiis td' these two 
Simiids, W'hieh it was the special hiisiness of the I'limuvef^e to write, have been 
Tecogniacd by tliis hereditary Duflur Kurkooii ns IjoiiiL^ in the lamdwi'ltciig of 
the pcTfioji (Amiiaha Jooikti knr) who was at lhat time (a. j>. 1793) per- 
formiiiff the duties of the ofliee of h'urnavese in Prant Joniiere. 


47. Under all the eireumstances, the "einiineness of these Ivio Sunuds 
cauFLotin my opinion be doubted ; Ibi-, added to what I have alix^ady stated, is 
die fact (see paraj^i'aph 43 of this letter) of their liavinj^ been produced /»y /ftr; 
ffitimfrntjs litewitlffs brfoi^e the I^lamhitdar of *}ie Ivheir 'faiooka, Vtrnail,. 
Wainun, wlio fbrw'aided them with a report,* P(o. 1;?, of lh[‘ ]3tb Jatniary 
to the Assixtiiiit Cullretov, iVlr, Davidson, with whose endorseniciit, 


J\u. 35, of tfie loth idem, the Mamiuldar's report wml its accoiiipanimcnla 
were transmitted Lo the Culleetoiv Mj. (Joni'tiiey. 

48. Biit even setting usiile tfiese two l^uinids, the Pesbwifs State roeoixls 
afl'ord eoiicluflivc proof that the thivo Unuils of AVhir^nnm Ghoimd ivere 
during the lost seventy yeai'H of the Peshw'a’s rule held a Suriiijimi, and the 
6?tate records alst^ show the Mokassa Umul of t^amoflnli to have been held 
on the same teiiin^o. 'riicre are various aeeounfs and dbeunients Ibrtheonjinjj:, 
111 not fine of tr/itch is the holding entered us an inain, wliile it i:^ distinctly 
specified as a ^nrinjainj— * 

la/.—A Suimd isftued hy tlie Pcahwa and registered in tlic State diary oi' 
tlie 15til August 1751 (2^nd Rnmran, l^siumy KliunisiLin), resuming the 
lyleka-ssa, Surtleshmookee, and SurjuatjolkVo Umills of AVurgauni Ghenud, 
then held by Dahliuree (on wlmt tenure is not specified), and graaLing tlicm 
tii Suriitjam (tludal MoosliaJiira) to Naraycn itao Venkutesh. 


* A Uiit occompjiiiicd the importj aeJ in this lict Lticsc euiiI the other ducumenta pro¬ 
duced hy tlic claimants, ncc catcrcih 
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2it ({,—A copy (rurthcoTnitif:^ from among the records) of a 

memorandgm dated a* u. l707-(iH (Sutnan Sectaiii Myawii Ulluf)^ showing 
the Siiriiijain held by (a) Dabonroo KonhcTj — the grandfather of the first 
Piitish grantee (c) IJabiKn'ao Trimbuh ,—tn consiiit of the Mokassa Umuls 
of i?amodeh, and the Surdosliitiookee and Mokassa Umuls of Wurgaum 
Cjlibnudj together with other iteiii!^. 

—A tiovemment Minute dated S)th S'cptembci' 1 (fith Jammad* 
ool“Awiil, Subatn Myavvy IJIliif), resolving that (n) Trimbnk Bahoorao Moo- 
zuiiidar Diunuiut (In the aei'vice of) Dabharee^ should he directed to provide 
for the mnintenanee of bin mother^ by lowigning to her from the f^iiriiijum llieii 
cnjoyi^l by him a eetlaln pmlimi^ conwi^iling^ among oilier named itemn^ of 
half fif his share of the revenue of Wurgaum fihenml. 

dt/in—A >SiJmid issued by tlm Peshwa sind registered in the Ptate diary 
of the Hth (h-toher ]7btt{7th JinmmyUoul-Akhir, f^iilatin Mya wii UlhiO* 
uicli-rlng the above resolution of the yth Sejitoiuber i7bi) to bo tamed into 
fffeeL 

It appears (vidn puragra]jbs 44 to and clause 3iid of pningmph fiH 
of lids Ictlerb tbeii, that iho three IJmnfs (Mokiissa, Surdeslimfmkec, and Sur- 
patelhec:) of Wnigaiim Hln'mid^and thcMokassn ITniuJ of tfatnoiloh, eoiitimied 
at the iutitidiietion of tlu' Ibitisli ffovenDnenthy Mr* Kiphinstotic ns Suiinjuni, 
were prO]iei ly continued as sueh, as they had evidently been held at fho cdosn 
of the Jhishvva’s reign, and for si?:ty or seventy year^ proviously^ upon that and 
upon no oilier I III re. 

f}i), Idifi period of eiijoyineiit tindtT the late Oovernment has next ta he 
deleruiiiu'd, ns upon Lite date of original grant dejlends the tenure on whkdi 
the Hnrinjam is crjntinuable. 

TjI, The wiiole of the iJnuds composing tfiis ^nrinjam were originally held 
by Dabliaree^ llie hereditary (JcneiHLl ol' the lltija of SiiLUim's anuy’' (vide 
lV1r. hllphiiistoiie^s memorsindmu^ quoted in ihn lOth parnginpli of the ITonor- 
nble Cmiil^s despatch in the (jovennnent of jndiaj IVo^ b, of 7th Fehrunry 

When they were granted is not asecrtahmhle, but it must have been 
long before a, ]7frJ, mid jiiyibidjly mueli ubont the time of tlie grant of tlm 
Choutli to j^Linlioo, in a. d. 17‘JL)j by the Mmperor of Deihij as they are uU 
eumprieefl in the jjortion of revc luic thus designated. 

i‘2. Among the doomnents, tmoslutioiis of wbiidi nrcom]iariied the report 
(quoloci in tlie 13th paragraph of this letter) of the Collector tif Poona, is a 
paper purporting to be CfqiT/ of a Suuud from the Sattara Unja, dated in a. n. 
1720, and granting the Mokassa* SurdcHliniookcc, mid Surpatelkoe Umiils of 
Wui^aiim Chcmid to (a) IJalioorao Konher Moommdar Dimmut (in ibc Eor- 
vice ui) TiimVinkjee l>ubbaree, end the original of wbicli was represented to 
’ the (Collector as having betm lost. Wlictlier siicdi a Sunud was ever issued 
caLiDOt now be ascertained, but tlicrc is notldng on subsequent recoi'd provrnr/ 
the contrary. The first specific recognition by tlie Pesliwa of tlie Moozumdar's 
title is found in a Sunud registeml in the State diary of the 21st January 



22 


APPENDIX L- 


1758 (lULli Jiinmia<i-f>fpl-Awul, Siiinan KhumAnin); but lliJs very docimicnt, 
whii-li U cjf iTn{l«JuhU!d iitjtbority, tliis Surinjam ns one of'tliri^e lidi) 

jirarum-nlr/ hy L3ii‘ (U^iiciidcnte of DiibliuieCj 'iviilla in alJ the previous accouiiU 
which ai'e fbftliconiintr it ia nntened in Dubharee^^ name. 

5iJ. Til is# I5urinjani iMffy, Ifierefbrej for nil tliut fortlicomin^ to the con- 
tnuy, liiivn been held by tlie MooKumilnr before A. d, 1751, and Uie only 
f|Lic^tioii wliich upjicurs to remain for dcciiiiuJi b wliether n Sui itijani like an 
Tuam title muBt be admitted imtcsF; jiroved to be defective, or whctlierjj^i^ii'C 
jjmi/'ofitA validity Jfi esseiitiid to ity recognition, 

54* 1 have liiLlierto believed the ^,anic rnle Ut apply to ciW'.U deAcri]itioii of 

lioklin];}; (Buriiijaui an w'cU as Inam); but the ordem of the TToiiorablc Conrl, 
autboiiAin^ the continuance <if tJic Deccan Hiirinjams aecoj ilin^ to the KuLeH 
ineviously enunciated, do not appear to admit of budi a conblruction, for in 
the 5tb para^i'fipli of their dein|>atdi No* 16, of llu: ^"Jiid Miiy 1 find the 
follow inL!f ovpiidt definition of tin: jnineipIcH upon ivliidi tJic Stniiijams arc 
intended to be eontiimed :— 


ti M'l 


The ;^^enenil prineiph^ri on wdndi the daisdlieation of Puniijnins to 
be i:inde had been bid dawn explicitly by us in several deiipntdies. Tiieso 
Ja^heerw,. wJndi had been ^nuitcd by tlic l']mpcmj's or by tlic Ibijas 

of [^attara, W'<tc to hi\ iKiixidilaTy, and all wliif'b eonld lie pi'tived to have 
been held jnevioiis to 1761 wono to Iw consideved as ^mntii by one or otlier 
of tboBc untilorilic;^.” 


65* In the jire^ent case tlie claimants ]n'odurcd before the fhilleetor of 
Poona, hesidefi flic allejjeil copy tjf a Siuiud of 17:20 fmin the Sattam Jfaja, 
another paper, puqMirlin^ to be nii iirh^inut Stiuuil from Dahhatoe, contimi- 
ing the Surinjsini to {a) Ti iuiljuk llahonruo M 007 . 11 mdar. This doeomeiit is 
dated the iHth Uubce-ool-AkInr, Klunnsuln Mya wli Ulluf, and a tiaiidutioii of 
it fLccEunpunietl tlic ColEcctor^s rc^port, but jlic tiaiislulinn wa.s an ineoiTeet one, 
inaHmiich as it speddi-d the SunutI lo be tinted in Suhs Kfttiuwtitt Mya w'U 
Ulluf, which corresponds with a, iv, 1762-6:1, die cuvreet date beiii^ Kktmtsttin 
iMyn wn Ullnf) f-orrcK^ioiHliiii^ with a. r>* 1749'6U, 

hfi. Ah lEiia 3s a ]>tdiit of sonic importance, 1 linvc taken cni'c fo inquire 
’ivhethcr ihc allejrcd Sunnd of DhuEraree, dated a. u. 1749-60, which is ri<iw 
hdojiiT me, is the deemnent wtiieli was prodnceil befoi’c the Ctdlcctor; 
aiul such appeal's to be the case, as it has^ been obtained from the Collectoi-"s 
records, to^ellier with the other doenments refciTcd to in ilic 47tli ]iarii^Lti|ih 
of this letter a' havin'^ been jiroduced hy the cluiiuunts beibre the Mnmlutdai’ 
of Klieir, and it U the onf^ Stmnd or docnnicnt purporting to have been issued 
by j)ahh Slice which was so plod need. Its dale is, nirmiover, correctly entered 
in a statefiieut made by the ehiimunts, wliieli aecoru.|mnicd the Mamin id ar's 
j'C'jiort (refciTCfl to in juirngraph 47 ol* iUih Idler) foi warded to tJie Collector 
throitgh his Fri.sl Assistant. 

57, IVlitdhcf J)nbharei! ever issued sucii a Simud as that wbieli tlic claim- 
auts have produced canimt be ascertained. I long ago endcavoitrcd to obtain 
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of the I'ccoi'ds by wliieli iilonc rtucli <lociimente could be tfsted, but 
I was obii^d rejwrt iny tlufurc t[> tlie Inam Couirnissiooer on tbe 24tli 
July 1852, No. 2d4 (vkle jiairngrHipL 2 of fC|ioit of the 34tJi July 1852), ond 
Mr* Ilai't comniunit iited tlitf uusutisfactory result to {lovcmment on tlio 4t]i 
l>eceud>Gi- followNo. 1370* TJie 2ud paragrupli of wy report is below 
extmeted :— 

“ 2. I left l*ooiia. early oft tlic 2jid May following, and rcuelieil Tulles 
guiiiiL about 8 A* M. I fuiiiul Dabbaree^ti Wura in t hai'ge of au oltl Miii'atlia 
rcUiiiier rd' the family, iiamed Jeewaba, wbo uiurt have, 1 fi‘ar, eoiirtniled 
tlie most useful of his maiiter's old nceouuU; for tliougb 1 wasi^liowii a very 
JJuflur, tbe whole of it bad been very recently oxamiued, and baa ou 
a Kubscrpient exaininatiun been fuuud to eunhiiii but few tu'uuuuts of use to 
I his dopai'tiueut.*’ 

5H. The remarks submitted in my 58rd juiragrajdi apply, tbpit, to tbia 
doetinumt, purporting to be a Sunud of DabhureeV, wdtb, however, the excep¬ 
tion tbaf even sup[Ktsiiig the Smmd lo liave been really t!U}iiE:ii, it requiri^l, 
ap|iinx?ntly, tlu: Pesbxva's contirmatiou. 

5!b There is, thus, imibing to prove that the Fiuriujam eontiimod to tbe 
iMori/imubir by Mr. Ldpliiristime was lield by bis anrestor.s before a, ii, 1751, 
wliile on the otliei: band Iheio is imthlng to prove that it W'as init so heidn Its 
uenfhnmnre, ibererore, on hereiiitury teinne, must depend upon the: deeiskm 
xvhieli niay be piivised upon tbe (lurslinn suijmitted in my 54tli paragraph, 
bo. 1'lic rt'VjjiiHl SniMujam lisilfl, and Mr. J3ro\vn''s (ixplanatory bitte.r 
No. 432, of tbe I5ib Dceember 185]^ seem to he fiiulty us regards this holding 
in tbe #iiJ!owiug iuslauecs :— 

l#f.—The 3rd paragraph of Miv llrowids letter states,—The IJinuIs 
designati‘cl SurdeshmoEjkee uikI Surpatclkee are not entered in tbe t^m iujain 
but they ought, upparently, to liuve l>een so eiitfn^il, as w'hatevci’ the 
Moo/uimd air's family bold or clHiru must lie, lb at, and that only, xvhieb was 
Ineliided u\ Mi-, Ti I j duns tone's order (vide pamgi'apb 3 ofMhis letter, also 
luirugrapb 5 with its iiiargiuul note) ecmlinuiug the ^uriujimi; on no other 
tenure, or by no otiicr ui'cler wils unything (any poi Uon of tiie revenue of tUc 
village of Wnt^auni Ghenud) cimtlmied to them hy llie Commissioner in 
the Deeeun, 

The Pesliw-i's records, moreover, alTfirfl* proof that the three Umiilw 
were held by the Mooznnular in Hurinjam, although the one wus often cun¬ 
founded with the other, csspeL'rjjiliy in tbe ureo\mts ofnmriiigement—aii occui- 
ixmee wliieli (buMe State recoixle show to have been a eoinriion one in rcgaixL 
to alieiiations gtnemSly, In the present eiiso, in a Sunnd issued by the 
PeaJiwa, and sbowai by tbe OJuiriiee ledger to liuve been negiatered in the 
State diui-y of the 27tb December I7bl (30di Jummad-ool-Aw til, Eaunay 

* The Sumiil of Dnil, (luotcil in 4 Stli pBjui^ph af tliJt letter, tliuwi the three Viaula to 
ItfLvo been tliua niailc uver ty rfturit^'uu Kao Veakutovb M one Surinjam. 
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Scclain Myci wii UJJufJj llie three; Umals of Wtii^nuni nhenud arc diistHK'itty 
&|ifir:ifled aw having been previouftly held by, siiid »» being then (a, i>. 
I'ustoi’Til tfj (n> 'ri'iinbnk J^abooL’au Mooiniru±ir, 

3rff .—The Siirdcsiinifiokee has been ermnconsly supposed to lie jicces- 
sarlf^ the WtituA nf u ^iirdeshmook, wheretts it is an Umn], or a portion of 
the ttivomio originally obtained, 7vttk ttiG Chonthf by the Snthii'a Ittija from 
the Kmpcmr of Dell li, hul bitterly eorrespomling in every tiling save mnuunt 
witii the, or any other Umul, and filiown hy tlic Stato diarieti and 

aecomita of man age men t of lEic late Govorttment tu liave been granUsd and 
l^eld in Suiu^jaui thi'oughout tlic PcslnvaV douiiiiions, jiM!Lt an. olhor UhiuIh 
’ ivci'c so giautetl und held; and it will bo geen from tiie firnt doe ament 
quoted in the 48th pamgiuph of this letter that all tfiny; Umuls {MtikaMfaij 
Surdoshniookeo, nn<l iE?nr|}ate!kee) iviei‘c aetDaily gmntod in S^urinjam in 
A. i>. 1751 to Niunyeii Uao Veiikati?3h. 

AtK -—In cKj>lalijijig tho diiri^ronee l^atween the value msgigned in the 
Onnuiisitjoiici'^s ordoi^ of reJoasp and tliat agbignuil in the revised liut to the 
Mciknsjiji of Wurgamn Ghemid, it is stated (paiagiaph 4 of Ag<?m's letter) 
that the amoiint talced in the I'evii^ed f^mrinjuiu JisL^ id net revuininj while 
that dtated in Llir! Chur CJiittee is the KLiniaJ or gmss anigtint^’” Uiil the 
value assigned in the mvised Jidls is nut tlie neb but the Knnial or nominal 
VIIIuo assigned in the Chur CliitU'c, and enti^red (jieobably from the (Jhor 
CliiUee itself) hi the statemeut fumislit^d by the; CoHtTtorK The net value 
oi' the three trniuls of Wnigauin Cdieund I have asLeituined from the 
iK^counts uf the village to be barely une-baU" of the amount wbieb the 
rev wed lists show as tlif. not vaUu' of O'lie L/iuilI only, 

htk. —In the otli paragraph <if the Agent's letter it is etaterl, with refer¬ 
ence tu two ducnniiuitSj Imne^bitions of w'ltieii aLcompiuiicd it^—“Tln-so 
doi'ijincnts distim'tly ^tatc the tenuiv of the gnrnt tu bo Huriiijaun” Dtit tlie 
traiislutitui uf :i jHirbon of tlic hi’sl of tliLi4n doeuments rendered as ‘*tbc&c 
M iikas^sa villages’' is iuemreeb is Lliere is nothing of the kind in the origi- 
iiai, wtiioh is now befure mc^ and width refera only In tho J^fokassa IJniuIa 

or Bftbs uf tlieac villiiges 5 bnbd the i is 

willed. ^ ^ ^ 

\Vlth relLTt-nec lu the ijiiine tianslutiansj it is stated m the tame 
(the rjth) [Kirugraph of the Agent's letter tli fit they '^allude to theyear I7(i7, 
whieh, iu the absence of any fuilher* proof, has Ijeen I mid aa tlio date of the 
ghoit.'^ In ttic f'l'st uf these doeumentg the year 17()7 is ecrtamly mention¬ 
ed, but Only iu terms wliich prove that the Suriiijam mtist have been jue- 


* Tlie AK«!nt Ku In tlic pmH-dfeg put^^rapli (Lbc 4[:li of tLc same •llioled to the 

fuTllTtir proof sfibrdiul by th& I'vkVuvr's renDnls thnt tlil^ 8uriujam tvaa enjoyed fur biick u 
17G3> mu^iujil note to jtftT^gjnith 3!^ of tlii^ lettcn) 

(Signet)) T, A. Oowpcn, Captain, 

AssUtuit loaoi Cominiiiioner- 
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viously held, and that 1767 ^uid not have been the date ofortginal grant ot 
that which was then, m a. d, l7fJ7, (It is recorded in the document quoted 
by the Agents) ordered to be releuaed imm an attuchment placed upon it 
three years previously* 

1th *— 1 have been unable to aficerhtin the grounds upon which the Agent In 
the 7th paragraph of his letter informed Government,—“ Bahoorao's ances¬ 
tors were Kaikooiis of Dabharee, and, therefore, tiic grant to them was ne¬ 
cessarily of a Burinjam ebaraeter**; but I am not aware of any necessary 
connection between tlie two facts, or tliat one must have affected the other. 

dtA.—In the fltU paragraph of tlie Agent’s letter it is stated,The thiid 
[of the documents produced by the claimants before the Collector of 
Poona—see paragrapli 13 of this letter] is an order of the Peshwft, dated 1757, 
but it ia not registered in the Pesliwa’s Duftur.’' Bui tlie document Is regis¬ 
tered, and the rcgistiy is [ilmwn by the Ghunice ledger to have been made in 
the Slate diary of the 21at Jainmry 1758, (10th Jummad-ool-Awul, Suman 
Khumsnin Myn wu Ulluf,) aUhougli the Suijeriiitendant of tlie Poona Duf* 
tur was not aware of die lact, and the Agent could, of course, only report tlie 
result of die Superintendent'a inquiry; the rt^istry now discovered may liave 
been overlooked by tlie Superintendent's cstablialiment, but it is, i tliink, 
most ]irobable that the document containing it was not then fortlicoming for 
use, being one of those eubsequentJy extracted and arranged, aa explained in 
the 96th paragraph of niy rcpoii No, 163, of the 2nd May lost* 

£)M.—In the 9th parugraph of the Agent’s letter it is stated,^" Baboorao 
Trimbuk did not present himself at die time when the SuHnjam liata 
were under preparation, and, dietcforc, the date of grant given in the list, 
is that which was found in tlie extant records of the Peshwa/' But It does 
not seem tliat (c) Baboorao Trimbuk was ever desired to present himself* 
and I have already cx]>lained (clauae 6 of jiaragiaph 60 of tliis letter) tlie 
date of giant assigned in the lists not to be bonic out by tlie Peshwas 
records of any period. 

—The revised lists and explanatory letter bolli show (c) Baboorao 
Tniiibuk "to liave been the first British grantee, at whose death ?he 
Surinjam, as one continuablc for two generations from llic conquest, vrould 
be enjoyed by his son, (e) Neelkunt Baboorao" ; but tliis was not the case, 
as (c) Baboorao Trimbuk's sun, (o) Nursing, bad died previously, 

leaving a son named (f) Rumakaut; the second generation bad, therefore, 
passed away, (orders of the Honorable Court, communicated to the Agent 
in the Chief Secretary’s letter No* 208, of the 12th January 1350,) and the 
Surinjam had lapsed, a pension equal to half its net proceeds being payable 
to (f) Rumakout* 

1 HA*—The revised lists, liowever, were jnepared before the receipt of tlie 
Honorable Court’s orders uuder which the deceased (d) Nursing was to 
be considered as the second generation, but they are ueverthelees erroneous, 
inasmuch as (d) Nursing's son, Ramakunt, was the person whoso inuue 
41 * 





onplU io liavc !jmj iiiscrt<jd 'm cylumri 12 of tlifi list-s instuad of iJial of 
[k.) iVc^lkimL 

tM.—'fJie stiUemtiitf Jfiaroe Putru) of the: Collector of Khatideidij refer¬ 
red to in tiieotli ]>fir(UTrejjh of iMr. JIi-owum e.v]>l!tnEitovy letter, and in tive Idtb 
rciliJiiiii of the lemccl liAts, distuieUy poitibed out (coLuniti 12 of Colleetor'ri 
Gtatenient^ an tviimlated) that (c) Ihibooriui Trimbiik baid had Uou sons. 
Olio of whom had died, kradiii^ male isriiic ; Imt no inquiry wlmtevet ^eeni^f 
to have beim made. With such piisitive information on record, 1 cannot 
that tl^c A;^cnt would Inivc inserted (is) Neclkniit^s ni^me in the 
lists UimI ht' (Mr^ Bi'own) htnui awiire td' llie contents of the Kliftildeiish 
(kdlector^s statement, which must, tlieidhie, I eojicln<le, liave liceii withheld 
from him. 

1 In the 5th jxiru^niph of the A^ent s cv[jlaiiatory letter it ia totaled,— 
" The Cidirctovs of Kinmdeisli and Poona Jmve botli, in their Jharec Putrtia 
drawn out* ** on the lotli Septeniher lKd:J (extrax-ts uf which are annexed), 
have [s. o,] rc^’O'^iijspd and staled thi; Mokassa of these two villages an 
Siirmjam'^, and the year they were jinmlcfl is specified us a* i>. 17^7/’ lint 
n relciTence to tho Khaiideisli <Collector's statement, translations ot wliirdi 
m'coinponied Air, 11 rowii’s evpTarnilion, will show that the Collector of KhaU'- 
deish aRfiignecl, (cohinui D of CJidlector^ii statement as ti’anslated,) as the 
date of the Stimnl as asrertained 11*0111 receixls,” not 17G7, but the 
}st 1820 ” 

The Tige of (t) N^iclkimt liaboorao, which wu"^, accortlmg lo the 
Poona Collectors statement, tliirty-oiiG youi'i* in 184!!, and, according to 
the Kliandeish Collector a stiitcmeiit, tliirty-slx years in 1844, is imtered in 
the revised listH f^f 1847, purporting to be finincd fmm tlicse statements, 
(ts tiventf/ 

IG^A.—In the bth paragraph of his explanatory letter dated the 15th Do- 
fern her 1H51, the Agent, Mr, Hrawii, stated,—'Mhiboorao Trimhuk wus 
IIjg first British grantee, and the Siiriiijum held by him shouldp. according 
to the rule of succession to Snjinjains, descend to Ins son JVeelo Buboorao, 
This statement vviis niudo rj/?fT the receipt of the Iliniorable C^iurt^s orders 
(in the suhjeet of succcssifin to Surinjanis, whicli were communicated to tlic 
Agent in the Chief Secretary^ letter Ah>» 208, of tJie 12th JauiiuTy 1850; 
bill not onlv were the Honorublc Court’s orders on record, but the Agent 
Inid I't^eeiveci from (jj) Ncelo Baboomn himself a Murathee letter dated the 
1 UA Ocifibar 1850, referring ti> (j?) Umuakunt Nursing as one of tlie per¬ 
sons ill whose names the Collector of Poona had entered the holding, and 
the Collector, to ivhom (e) Neelo llaboorijijo*s letter was forwarded by tlio 
Agent, distinttly stated in his Murathee reply. No, fiSlO, of the 13/A 

* Tilt? trAndntidii ncconiiJh'nj'lTi}^ the Agent’s letter shows the lihandciih Collector's 

** Jlturec Putru” ti> be dntcil ihn ’■limt April J. 

Th a. CowricA, Captain, 

AssittAnl Inam Commissioner, 
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Ifi.jU, tlijit (f) Ititniakmii Nui-jiiiig^ hclcin^cil to the ekkat Zjmucli uf 
tim tiimily. IJuiv dfiiT anti leithnni tbi! A^nt on tlu; ISlh 

December 1861 m formed Govern men C that (c) Eaboorao Tiimbuk^s Surin- 
Jaiu sluiulcl, flccoTtliw^ to the rule of E3ucee»;!^i[in to Suiinjurns, dctsceml to 
Ills KOn Neelo Uaboomo/' 1 am unal^Ie to uaden&tatid.* 

61. What I have recorded in tiu: last para^mplv disposes, I think, com- 
jdetcly of the rjiie^itioii ^us to ivfiom the Stniiijmii is continimble. Tt is 
dear that the person whose name is entered m the revised (u) Ncclknat 
Jlahoei-ao^ hia no claim wliatevor, (f) Uimiakaut beiti^, as the eldest 
sun of the eldest stni of the first British grantee (c),the person whose name 
oii^ht hi have lipen entei'ed, But it remains to be ascertaineiLtiwhcther (r) 
iiimiakant is alive ; he is stah'd to be now at Gwalior, and to be twenty yean* 
of ajre. { Stalemeiit Neclo Buhoorao, reconlcd before Captain (^Itiwperoii 

the 2iid AnjTHst 18-511.) 

<>*2. I have now only to inquire ^vhetlicr Government appear plcdji^ed 
tu eoiitinne this Snrinjam to any iitlier person or persons tliim (f) Hnniakant; 
and on tliLs point thioe does not appear to be; huv doubt. The (ioveinnieht 
orders whhdi have been already passcil have been anived at not only tliroiif^h 
ndsiiiforhiaLioii nOordeil by their own ollicers, but also in i:onwf|UCTiice of 
false statements ]nit forward by Hapoqjee Kassinnili, who represented 

the boldiiifr to the Govei'ninent on tiie 5th dune 1H47 ns one which bis 
family had ^'eiijoypd in Inam froin f^ene rati on to generation" ; whereas he, 
fi:2) Bapnojec Kassiniith, nnist have well known the holding to have been cii'* 
juyed as u Siirinjani inider tlio PesluvaV]- rule ; to have been at tlic introduction 
of the Bnlish Govern i sent eon tinned as n Surlnjani ; and to have Ixjon bcthl 
asa I^arinjinn by tlin lirsl British gfEiiiLenj (n) Babooi'ao Tl'imhiik, i'roni 1N'J7 
to his death in Mareli I84[i. Added to this, (n‘2) Bapoojee Kassinath, in 
oiideuvoiiriiig to procure the reeognilion of (lovernnicnt to his claim to that to 
uliirh he had no liglit, did so to tlie ]ii-(‘judiee of tlie rightful duiiuant, 
(f) Itimiakant, to whom {n2) Bp.pnojee Kussinuth carefully avoided to filhide. 

bd. It svasoii suirli ashilemeiit tliat tlic inquiry commenced which trrnu- 
nuted in the deelureiion (quoted in paragraph'll of this letter) by Government 
on the llhh Jaiinary IH5(>, "that the continuanec, tvs liertMlitary, of tha 
alhiwariees saaetioiied in the (hm nuiient lettei'S of I hr 2!ltb De^'^nula'r 1848^ 
No. 8()KLb and |2th Jidy 184'b No. 4 114, has been authorised in favour tif tho 
mule liiural desncudanls of Htibuoiuo Konber," 

• Tln! .Vpent iip|iEiin to linvc iriFule a iinoitnr prronpoin FtutPincnt in hi* report Xo, 1 Ifl. of 
tliL' eth l^Iareli iHril, rjaoteii in the pumj|;rA]ih rif t.liia lerter ^ nnd vL't m thu 2iift parnpiplt 
of tin; nnnic report have jnecnimfcil the tsistviicit, tlions^Ti not tlic wAoU- of the contents of 
tlic VITV txamniiiiieiihQn froin the Colk'ctor of Poomi (No, (kiI!^, of the llth Ortoher ISritl) 
whit;]I L|i^tinct1:y pnitited mit the cxiiitenoo of (k) Uuiniinknut, anil th? fiet of hi« bcloitginf^ to 
tin; hruurh of thu fmiiily. 

t MeTnoraiithitii, toLUKlaticm of whteli iK^mjinnieit the Rcvcimci SccrLt£ry‘B uifiiuorBuduiQ 

No. lb of die Jume 18I7 j is of tJim* statements. 
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G4. That thi^ (leclaratian lias become null and void I have taken for 
granted, vuder the orders proTnwlgated in the 34th jmnigiaph of tlie Resolution 
pai^Hcd by Government tn the Rcvemio Department under date the 9th 8ep- 
tumber tliat all aucb orders^ issued “ in consequence of misrepresentation^ 
to wliirli tlie eJuimant was a party, will forthwith be recalled on that mis- 
I'cpi'L'j^eiitation, being discovered/’ 

bo. jMy opinion, therefore, upon tlie points specified in my 4i^rd paragraph, 
ns llioHC ti> which tliis report should apparently be confined, is,— 

Iwl.—^Tliat this holding, the originnl giant of which is not aseertainable, 
was licld by the Moozumdar’s family^ certainly from A* D* 1767, and jwssi- 
bly previously to a. d* 1761, up to the ijitrudiiction of the British Govem- 
mciit, da a Surinjam, (Paragraphs 44 to 49 of this letter), 

2jid .—That (r) Uiimakaot Nur^^ing, if alive, is the person to whom alone 
the 8ui iiijam can be eoiitinuable. (Paragraphs 60 to (> I of this letter.) Should 
Government decide (paragraphs 64 and 69 of this letter) tliat proof 

of the Siiilnjarn having beim field by the Moozumdar befoi’e a. h. 1761 is 
not essential to a recognition of hereditary title, it will be contiuuable on 
hereditary tenure ; should positive proof be declared an essential to such 
rci.ogoition, it will then becuiuc a Surinjum of Cluss IL, eontimmble for 
two generations from the coiuiuest, with the usual pension to tlie third 
generation, and Government will have in sndi case U) determine whether it 
shall be continued to the thirtl generation, (p) Rumaka^t Nuj-slng, the 
second having pusHt^d away by the death (cluuse 10 of the 60lh pamgi'Uph 
(jI'this letter) of (n) Nursing Baboor.io; or wlicther it shall be resumed, and 
tlie usual pension gi aoted to tlie thijxl genei^fitiun. 

That the past proceedings of (jovemment do not render it ncces- 
sai y cither to continue this holding on any otliei- teiuii'C than the one (k. e. 
Siirinjiuu) on which it was held up to the close of the Peshwa’s rule, auJ 
coiitiuaed by Mr. Kl[ihinabnieiit tlie hitroductloii of the Bittish Government, 
i>r to eonlituie it on any teiiui-c whaUrver to any ptnson or persons other than 
(!') Bumakunt iVuising, wlio almic can, under the existing Rules whleli 
:ip[}ly to tliese alienations, have any elaiiu to the Surlnjarn (paragniphs 6*2 
to (34 of this letter). 

fji>. Ill coneludiiig tliisj repnil., I would refer to tlie case as a striking iUna- 
traliiui of that which I pointed out In my Letter No. 66, of the 2nd February 
last, wlioitin I suggested certain nieasiircs for cheeking imautJiorisod succes¬ 
sions to ^Knisions, charitable Wnrshasiina, hereditary giujits, and in the 
6th pamgriijih of vrhi(‘h 1 stated,— 

"6. No cfTcciutil cheek whatever, that 1 am aware of, is in force to giuirtl 
ngaiJist the eontiiiuance of allowances in land und money to jxirsons other 
llsiin the i^eal widows, cbiidrim, or relatives of the last meumbent. A rt^gistry 
ofblrtlis, deaths, mid mamages is the only method occurring to me by which 
it i^j at all possible to gwal’d the State agniniit fraud, uiul, perhapH, great 
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loBii on this score* This precaution is, moreover, 1 believe, deemed u 
requisite one in the Military Department, where family rolls are regularly 
kejit to check claims and j>flyineniU amounting to a mere fraction of the 
sums at stake elsewhere, and now adverted to, ” 

1 have the honour to he, 

(Signed) T. A* Cowper, Captain, 

Assistant Inam Commiasioner, 


No, aaoL 

Dated Belffaumf &thAjml 18fj4, 

In reply to the above endor^ieiuent, the Inam Commissioner begs to hand 
11 ]> a rtqHJrt, in oiigiual, No, 177, dated 1st April 1854, by his Assistant, Cu[j* 
tain Cowper* 

2. The hi>it 43 paragraphs trace tlie past proceedings of Government in 
the ih»wii to tlu! i^eriud when lire lusit dcsjiatch, No, 12, dated 3bth 

Miirch 1 Sh 5!J, was received from the Honorable the Court of Directors. A 
few comments ui'o made on the cnoncous information supjdicd to Government 
by tlic nqiortiiig officers, 

3* In psLiiigraph 4^1 the three points for present inquiry are stated, viz*— 
is the tenure of the lioldinjiw ? 

2nif .— During wdiose lives are they eoniinimble ? 

‘3r/i ,—^Shoulil the ]>afit procmlmgs in the caftc be held to constitute a 

Imr to tlie futmie contiiiiuiiice of the holdiugs os Surtnjam t 

4* The Ilium ComniisKioner begs to express liis concurrence in the opi¬ 
nion that the holdings have always been held as Surinjam since a, d. 1757, 
anti that there is no objectitm to tlieir being treated as such for the future, 
ifut the question of dehorn lining the parties during whose existence tliey are 
CO] iti III table dcjicnds upon the date of grant that may be ascribed to the lioltl- 
ings. If it 1>e anterior to a, i>, 1751, then they will be contmuublo heredU 
turily ; if aHer that date, the case will lull under smother rule. 

5, Ciipain Cowqscr discusses this <]uestion iu paragraphs 53 to 50, The 
Inam Cmuinissioner thinks that, altliougli there is proof, by specific 

cutiy in uiithcntic accounts, of the fact of tlie Surinjam having been held by 
ille Moo/umdars anterior to A* i>. 1751, yet tlicie in sutficieut presumptive 
evidence on wiiieli Government might <lecide that this should be considered 
u grant made before a* d, 1751 j for the l^esliwa's Sunud of a. n* 1758 (quot¬ 
ed in jiaragrujdi 52) describes the Surinjam as one of those held 
the depeadentd of DaUtaree, and this appears to tlie Inam Commissioner 
Hufficient corroborative testimony of the issue by Dabharec of iJic Sunud of 
a, d, 174y-50, which Suuud must be admitted in evidence ifj as it seems, its 
an the I lii city cannot be inijnigncd. There are no records of Dabhoi'ce to test it. 
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6* The Pe!*hwu*s3 KtmuJ of a. d. 175S be eonstrued as curinE^ any 

defect of title in tlie document of a, d- 1749-5Uj arising from the incompctency 
cif Dabfmrfe to make the grant. Moreover, the alleged grant of A* s. 1720, 
by the lUja of SaLtara, 1ms not been rejected os worthless evidence, 

7, Tint the Iiiaiii Comiiiiissioner ivoidd go further than ihiSj and say that 
even if the claimant had not produced tlie Simnds of the Sattani Uaja and 
JJabhamo nsthe recoixl (of A. d* 1758) in which the Peshwa specifically 
recognised the Moomnidar's title,—{Icpignatos tlie S^rinjam as one of those 
held previously by the dependents tif'Dalihanfie^* (paragraph fi2), —(jroverniuent 
would not be deciding on jierfcetly sale grounds unless they acceptcfl that 
record as siiflicient ]>rosnmptive evidence of the Moozumdar having lujJd 
anterior to a,d. IT^I. 

8, Cii[ftain Cowper suggests in paragraph 54 the dllReulty in viewing the 
evkleiice in the above light in the explicit oixicrftof the Honorable Court. But 
the Innm Commissioner’s idea is that the words in lheir<lcspatcli-““ all which 
could be pmved to have been held previous to 1751*’—do iifd imply that 
niuie but pojfliit'e evidence frvim the rca onls is to be accepted, and that ]>r<]- 
fiuniptivo evidence is not eiuiiigh on tlie coiiti'ary, presuiiiptive evidence iinist 
ill ju.diee, lie contriv^^s, bincceived a.s valid, 

Jh irnli'ris, that is, tbe Tbmorilble Court nicant that tlie Siirlujannlarfl were 
to prove timr mvn it/frs^ Without the aiil of (jovcmmeiit. But this could 
srarecJy have been their intention, as from the very first Mr. tilphinstono 
ihlbrnis ns that alter Mr, i^lcDoniiell, his S'Ccretaiy, prejiared the general 
statemeut tif tlie .fagheci'^hir’s holdliig^^ ho “ proreedcal to cniupai'e the stah;- 
moots of tho Jaghceiflars with th£>s(> clniwa up in the Bnflur, cbeekhig both 
by ibc nceounLs rercived from the Collcctorfi, A cotn[)h‘te registry wlls 
IV amed on this eonijuinscu, showing the name £jf tbo holder i>r each Jaghcer, 
tlie date and nature of tile grant, the sitnatioii of the hinds, aiul the sonivcs 
of the revcinift when not drawn fioiii land, with the Kimial or high<?st revenue, 
the revetiiie as stated by the Jiighecrdar, and actual colleetionfi as icpoiled by 
our olTU'ci^,” (Pariignijjli 5 i^f Mr. h’I phinstone’s lettfu' to tbc Goveriiincut of 
India, dated the 25Lh October IHHl.) SurelVf if n Jaghcerclar had lost his 
doriimeiitniy cvideiiee, he would not have been denied the benclifa of the 
evidence dei ival>l(! iWuu the puhlie ivicords, 

l(h The Timm ChunmisHioner, therefore, con^Idci's Captain Cow'pers lui- 
gjiud vh’ivs to bi! c- nreft. (PavagrapU 54,) 

I I* 1,ooking at the Suririjam, then, ns one liehl anteikir to A, o, 1751, the 
loam Coinuiisidoiier coueuj's witli (hiptain Cowper in tlie opiidnn (para- 
gnijih bi) that the name of (r) Uomakant alone i^lioiild be entered in the lists, 
if he be alive, and it shnuhl descend beroflitarily in his line. Should Govern' 
Tiiciil difiLV, tlie aJti:tnative apiHTirs to be stated liy Captain (Jowper in strict 
acvfuvialicc with the Surinjum Ifnics, (T^nnigiaph fin,) 

12. A referenee on I he subject of parugmjdx 45 might be made to thg 
Poona Collector, 
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ll], fJovcmmont are only jmi'tiyJLy oequamtnd with t!ie fiiuJty In formation 
In this case sup^jlied iii bothofBees. In paragrttpli fjEl, Captain Onwper detailrt 
other affeetitig in particular the treatment of the ease under the 

rinjain Jtulcs. 

14. With re^rd to (Jie coucludiuEr paragraph of Captain Cowper^s totter, the 
Inain Comniirtsioner’s remark in his letter to the Civil Auditor^ ont]ie/>th 
panigrapli oJ' [ii*i AssifttnJit'« report No. (jL'i, was,—“ [f what is stated in jmra- 
grapli 5 hc^ quite correct, ^ remedy pueh as tiiat piioposcd £eeina ahsolulely 
nisi-eissary.” 

1/i* tiovermnciit will pc'rrcive that Captain Cnwper lias reported on this 
case in his usually ihli and peispicuous style of writing. 

(Signed; C* J» Man^on, 

Ilium Commissioner. 


No. 2124 ov lHrj5. 


Poi^moAti Depahtment. 

To (/nptniii T* A. Cciwcfiii, 

Inam Conmilssioiier Northern Dlvif^lon^ Poona- 

Sjb,” neforriMg to Mr. Msinaon’s nqiort No, 320J, dated the 5th April 
11^54, enclosing, in original, your letter No. 177, dated tlie 1st idem, relative 
to entry No, 18 of Class IT. in the revised Snrinjnm lists of lti47, 1 am diiect- 
cfl by tlie llight lloiiomble the Governor in Council to inform you t!mt the 
ease will be submitted lor the eon^Jdeiittion of the Honorable tho Court of 
Uilectors, and in the meantime to convey to yon the cYpres^ion of the ap¬ 
probation ol If is Lordship in Cnnncil for tile great care and ability wUli which 
yon have disens^d the whole subject. 


Cttsilef 30t/i 1855. 


I have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) IL L. ANi>EnfiO?j, 
Secretary to Government. 


l^lract I*firf 2 ffra^ilis G1 andG'2fi‘&m a DcspaichJrij/i^tthe ffonor&bie the Court 
of Hirect&rSj dnted the 12;A Deceinhar, No. 21 of 1855. 

Para. Gl. The very full ami clear report of Captain Cowper on this estate 
huij ill our opinion, ua in yours, shown that there though not perfect proof, 
very strong presumptive evidence that the UmuLs were in postjession of the 
family before 1751, and we, tlieitfoie, in accordance with your recommend¬ 
ation, autliorisc you to declare them hereditary. The rightful Iieir Is Itumakant, 
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ivhoBe claiin, m conseqacnce of Ilia youth and al^nco, liis uncle Ncelkunt, 
and ]jis more distant nclutivc Bajioojec Kossiiiath^ wcjo able siiccGGsiuIIy to 
keep hnrk* 

G2, Wc prcKuniC that you will liuve given due consideration to the remarks 
of Captain Cowper at the close of his very able report, on tlie absence of any 
fdfectiial security “ against the conttiiuanec of allowances in land and money 
to persons other than the reiil wklowe, children, cjr i-elatives oi'the last incum¬ 
bent*' ‘ and wo should be glad to learn what measures you propose to adopt to 
guaid against such fiuuds. 
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No. 207 OP 1854. 


From Captain T, A. Cowpes, 

Assistant Inam Commiaaiotier, 
To V* J» Man^on, 

In am Cominii^sionerp 


Dated Deogfturt PuvTia DisirictSf ]3th April 1S54. 


Sin^-^l liave the honour, undi^r the lUEtmctiuiis noted tn the margin, to 


Tlie Ciiiuf Secrctfir>'^* 
Letter Nut 417^1 oftlic 

Septenithcr L852jpflnigTiiph 
4, and Inani Cummii- 
fioncr'ii Letter No. l'^44, uf 
the lit December fol- 
lomn^- 


ly^poit upon the Surinjani entered as No. 40 of 
Class HL in tlin revis ‘cL ]i ts submitted to Gpvern- 
tnont by the Agent for Sirdars^ Mr. Brown, on the 
2Ctb October 1847. 

2. This SuT injam was granted under eircamstanees 
thus descriLied in the 4th ojid 5tLi parogftphe of thu 


Chief Secretary's letter No. 18&6, of the 9th May 1846 :— 


'' 4. No* 2 of Class L, Mndliow Roo Neelkunt Poonmdhuree.-^Thls 
individual lioltU a Siiriujam, coiiBisting of sr?venteen villages, in tha Poona 
Collectorate, yielding an antmul income of Rs- 25,032-4^0, 

“Th h Suriiijara is errojiCOUsLy stated by Mr. Warden to have been 
granted in the year 1743, whereas it was, under special instructions from the 
Honorable tlie Court of Directors, granted in October 1834, in lieu of a 
Surinjam of the annual value of Ra. 50,000, which had been field by Neel¬ 
kunt Rao MadhoW, tlie brother and adoptive .father of (he prefiont 
incumbent. According to tlie practice usually observed by Government of 
providing for tlie fbmiltes of CliieflaiuB of high rank, pensions amounting in 
tlie aggregate to Rs. 9,632 were, on the resumption of Neetitunt Rao 
Madhow's Surinjam in 1825, granted to the widows, mother, and principal 
dependents of the deceased. No provision, however, was at the time made 
for Madhow Hao Ncclkuut, the adopted uon, it being considered that the 
faralfy property would afford him sufficient maintenance, and also because 
his adoption had not been sanctioned by Government, On tiiese grounds 
Qovemment in 1826 rejected an application which was then preferred by 
Madhow Rfco for a maintenance. 


“ 6. In a despatch, liowever, dated the 5th October 1834, the Honorable 
tlie Court of Diroctors saactioned a provbioii being znada for Madhow 
In 
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Hao Poorunilhiirce noi exceeding Ra. 25,000 per annum, and this Riim, 
after i-cfcrcrtcc to the Agent tbr Sirdars, was fixed by Oevemment in May 
1835 as the amount of the grant to be znadep Considerable detay took 
place in complcthig this arrangement, in consequence of Mad bow Rao having 
solicited that tbi^f stipc^nd mlglit be muted into a grant of land in the 
Poona CoUcctoi'ate, In tbs mean time Madhow Rao leceivod tlie grunt in 
tlie form of ii pension, and on villugeE of die annunt value of Rs. 25,OOU 
being finally made over lo him in lieu of the pension, the Agent for Sirdars 
was in Mr. Chief Secrctaiy Heidis letter in the Revenue De|>artnidnt, dated 
fitli January 1W88, informed as follows:—- 

'' * I am fill ther desired to inform you that thh Surwji^tm is to be a iifr- 


Hm. a. [». 

IS3-J i ao 0 ft 



Ktthud.... 
Klinnwodee. 
Sakiiard«.. 
I'aLiiniidee.. 


2,091 

592 

S4i 

1.518 

hS82 

3,597 

408 

2,934 

1,422 

1,409 

492 


10 e 

15 9 
15 10 
5 4 
13 9 
0 6 
10 2 
13 0 
2 5 
S 0 
9 6 


Total.. 25,032 



tion of tht^ tfi lUm, ufwm wliith a Surti^un of B<u 115,OCO vu gnAnted hlnl lor lifa hy m 

or^rof th^ IlOnorn'bli' pf nir4r;U>rfl, dAt44 5tb Odobo' IBM. ^ 

Althpu^h tbiH ^urinjutii b^a gmuiCLU ddringf th« IlfttlDU of tho pKfhit Inmmbent, vet undor 
tbfl ^nonl Kolei ilotrn l>y thb JlonmrablO CdVt of Dlrficbm in Dh ftotpatcli dotod ^tfa October 
IMS, the prepuUtiQH of Ui^ lutitn, thh In itfiirairO lo tbo dftto of Uo orljliw] gmnt, 

ivonjd beoDDne an lundltary ooc, and iru tlicrtHn bj WtrdMi k Clui I. 



















APPENDIX 


^raTitj a point which are reguested to explain fitU^ lo Madhow J^aOf 
and to u^hich effect a clatise is to he inserted in tlw deed conferring the 
milages. The Grovemor in ConneU requests that you ivill piepure and 
submit di’aft of a deed for the approval of Government/ 

It ia clear^ tlierefora, that this ia a life, and not, as assumed by Mr, 
Warden, an herwiitary grantj and that tlie present jneanibent obtained it in 
virtue of an adoption unsanctioned by Govemnient. The grant fur life was 
ctiJirnmed by the Ifonorablc tho Court of Directors in a dcApateb dated the 
27tb August, Nu. 14 of 1841/^ 

3, Tficsc InstruetioTis were carried out by the eittry of the Sunujam in the 
rcvi&ed lists as No. 40 of Class I f G, as shown below :— 
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^■<1. J>, PinlATfl rvp RTxrAtjTliLrt ^tftlnrV nJlinC Lak IhTH 

Tilt lirlulnf LbA 3 I, trp llir lut, hy tlin 

hoUM ar Plhinin- iiitfitrAuUuiJrt Lif (jr>vOriLmriit, fui ill 

rAlfl0 in lo iSirl Mr. PriiiffkV letter iif tfcie Oili May 
JiiLii to jbJTIib rf<ft Atiil liirEniii'H i)f tliix faiiiEly hiv uucvol 

. - - ’ _ ^ _■_ dl.__ _Fill... 


^ ^ «i va liEa pci-hOiial ,lfi- tlifMt'iEii of I lie flhst TIhj 

^ gJiiNKT^ 4nd tlie vi1]«rc& ulitf flivit diiMiii^ui^^lieii hlrnwlf'vron 

£ ^noUecI hit [a, 0.1 Kir- Triiwhuk, tJiu nri^^luuL ^tkuUv. 

C I ilarec iChnn'Ii, Hci was A|i]nilMt«l to tlie Jiiiili ]ic»t of 

E 4,9^7 fur Unr^ JJitwua to thn Prjfliwn llalltiyui: 1iViHliWuapLE.1i, 

s' c rnkdArA, lodi-M Rs mul tlici'c i» a mioMUii Uju Poona Diiftiir^ 

3 „ j bit pay aa Pi 3 J> whlcli tijmtu fjf t !j« f-nint lif a KiiriiijdiA ti». 

* nuvws not lo Ini ^IvtUL him in Arba Arkiiiip ii+ 

^ lio llUH lliro^l^rok^ to rO-MU flic BIM'VjLHtoil of UlC Urjiilfll fjOVETflTnOnt K 
M L^iv 4 IlH. AIVOOOTiiLtkb. t-liM Clitti™ wfle jxruitiDU to Nwilk^nt 

JlA hori licit MuiJliow Uiiu for tlic of IjEh pemoTial 

= Nph itOyOna PvtinivciTit'i' .. to Ha. a0,3f10-]!2-n, 

lijiiGe aiul tlLi^ii niidl on IlSniIi'aMi lu JUuy J Llio fludi\|ani. 

I only in bcgoiilU. llrni-' I't'suiTu J* 

' * tlltury. l^LQ Rh. so,lK)a ^cclkunt Mn^lbov Kan lnaTingr no ntalft ifiSua 

I RmiiiiiilAn'oK bui L h may' tc jwi'prtiiate llio nm^iciiC onme of hie family, 

V huwover be out off ii fido|jtfid tieronii Mmiiiow Rao Nur'lkunl^ 

- tim neit genomlfou, iil itic^umboiit, and alUiangli tha 

^ radactloQB ircdodlnblc. udopliou w(ib HfieftiittlonKl by tbo flovcm- 

^ iJir'Dt^ tliO uioiil olwcrvunctw Oi^otncd by 

S tlie [findon tihutcra wen follnwied, unA tlio 

adopted son, on line demise of bis fatli^, 

. I 4 {petitioned die GoyemmciQC for tlit oontinua- 

BoHidcH this j^iirEnJaiii tlinre arc othflii, wbieh, eTtliou^h gmnted for the TiA^time of tlie partisa, 
likvn liMin^ undcr'tho ijoneFal HuleSf entered in the suvl'fqI Jista aeconlLn^ to tlidr respective dutcs of 
ori({iiial iptiit, imil oouaeigueutly It would appear liamli to deny to tdls aln^le reprcKututtve of 
groat house of tha Pooruodhime tba adtuta^ wMcli bare hecn, nnder tbo fcceait Rulcij Toluiitatll|t 
aocanlHl to luniLtn of Ihi dlatlacUoa. 


Jin liori licit i^ecivcd 
Hph PotiniTciTitT' 

idiice aud tlLi^ii 

only in aoroiiLit. Urn:;-' 


however be cut off ii 
tlio next genemlfou, ii] 
radoctlffiiB orcdodlnblc. 
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4, Mr Browrij in the 4th paragraph of his letter No* ^17of the 2fith 
October 1847^ transmitting tlie revised lists, thus alluded to the entry of tliia 
Surinjam 

" The instructions conveyed in the 6th paragraph of Mr. Pringle's letter 
Lave been carried otitj and the name of Madhow Rao Neelknnt Poonin- 
dliiiree has been cx[)unged fiTim Class I* and placed as No. 40 in Class 11L 
The remarks recorded by me regarding this Sirdar are for the purpose of 
continuing to the rcpreseiilativd of the great house of Poorundliuree the 
advantages ’which have been, under the recent Rules, voluntarily accorded 
to families of less distinetiun*" 

5* Government, with reference to Mr. Brown's recommendation, replied 
in their Chief Secretary's letter No. 1447, of the 7th April 1848 Cpaiagraphs 7 
and 8), to tlie following clfcct:-*' 

** 7, With refpreuce to your recommendation (Jiatthe previous decision 
o( Government in reference to Madhow Rao Poorundliuree, whose name 
has, in confiirmity therewith, been transferred from Class I. to No. 40 of 
Clitss 111., may be reseinrled, and that this Surlnjum may he declared an 
hereditary instead of a life-grant, I am desired to inform you that the Honor¬ 
able die Governor in Couneil does not consider that any ButHcient reasons 
exist for this indulgence. Madhow Rao Poorundhuree wos adopted hy the 
late Neclkunt Rno without the sanction of Government, and giieat liberality 
has, therefore, been show'n to him by conferring upon iiimhis presentSurin- 
jam os a life-grant, 

'* 8, The allusion which, in rciteratiug the sentiments of Mr* Warden, tJic 
late Agent, you have made to the antiquity of the above grant, is lucorrect, 
since the Sui^iiijam held by the deceased adoptive father of Madhow Rao 
Poorundhuree was, on his doutii in 182 .^ 1 , entirely resumed, and in autho¬ 
rising, in October 1834, tlie grant of a provision of 11 s, 25,000 per annum 
to Madhow Rao, tho Honorable Court contcmplati^d tJiis grant being made 
in the form of a stipend, and in this form it was for some time paid to him; 
and afterwards, at Jua solicitation, this stipend was commuted into a grant 
of bud in the Poona CoUectoratc.'* 

6* The revisf (1 lists were transmitted to the Honorable Court, and a 
general sanction was accoided to tlie continuance of the Surinjams entered in 
Class in* in the 0th and 12th paragraphs (below quoted) of their,despatch 
No* 15, of the 22nd May 184S:— 

*^9* Class 111* consista of forty Surinjoms, aggregate value estimated at 
R&* 1,96,823, which, according to the same instructions, ore resumable on 
the death of the present incumbents^ with the grant ^ most cases) to the 
nest generation of pensions equal to half the not proceeds." 

** 12* Being fully satis6cd with the manner in which these various lists 
have been prepared and examined^ we hereby sanction and confirm them, 
with the exception of such cases as you have kept open Ibr ^further Invesr 
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tigfttionj and such as form the subject of special orders in subsequent para^- 
graphs of this despatch»and we confirm the decisions which you have passed 
subject to our confirmation in cases as they arose, conformably to tbe provi¬ 
sions of the preceding lists/' 

7* The " instrucfjona" under whicli the Honorable Court declared tfie 
Surinjams composing Class HI. to he coutiiiuable, they had described in the 
previous paragraphs (the 5t1i and 6t]i) of their despatch, which are below 
quoted:— * 

"5, The genem! principles on which the classiftcation of Suriiijanis was 
to he made had been laid down c:vplicitly by us in seveTal despatches, 
lliosc Jagbeers which had been granted by the Mogul Emperors or by the 
Rajas of Sattara were to be hereditary, and oil which could he proved to 
have been held previous to 1751 were to be considered as grants by one or 
other of those author]ties. Tbe same mle was to be applied to grants of 
later date, whether of Jagliecrs or of pensions, if originally made in commu¬ 
tation for Jnglicers held previous to I7^il. All other Jagheeiis granted sub¬ 
sequent to that date were to be continued for the lives of those who held 
them at tlic time of the coiicjucst, and for one generation more, after 
wJiich they were to I jo re^ume<], and pcuREons equal to half tlio net proceeds 
were to be gi'antcfl for anotlicr generation. I^xeeption^ might be made in 
particular casesi when the merits or tlie s^ervices of the family, or the popu¬ 
larity of tile act, appeared to justify n further prolongation of their tenure ; 
and in ail cases in which Mr. EJpbinstone^s original recommendations were 
more favoninble to the holders than tlic Jiulcs laid down, the propriety of 
making them an exception was to be taken itito special consideration, 

Tlic lists drawn up by Mr. lb-own, and now transmitted to us by 
yon, have been framed on the^e priucijiles." 

8. Such are the iiecordcd circumstances under which tins Surinjam was 
originally granted, and is still held, and fixnn wJiich it appears,— 

That the adoptive father of the present inetimbetit held fj-om the 
Rritinh Government a large Surinjam, which had been continued by 
Mr. Elphinstone. 

2nd .—That at the adoptive fatlicr's dentil tljia Suinijam was reeumed, 
pens Lena to die annual amount of Re. being grunted to the widows, 

mother, and principal dependents of the deceased. 

3rrf.—^That no allowance was at diat time made to the adopted son 
Madbow Rao, on the grounds of this adoption not liaving been sanctioned 
by the Government. 

4fA.—That subsequently, on the 5th October 1S34, the Jlonorable 
Court of Directors sanctioned the grant of a provision to Modhow Kao to 
the extent of Re. 26,000 per annum, 

6iA,—That this provision was accordingly made and enjoyed for some 
time by Madhow Rao, in the form of a pecuniary stipend or pension, 

—That on Madhow Rao’s solicitation that the peeuniaiy stipend 
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miglit be cfimmutcKl into a gmiit of land^ viikges of the annual value of 
Its, 2Oj000 were made over to him^ in lieu of the fJcnBion, and us a life-grants 

7M.—'J'liat the fact of the tenure being only for life was specially [xiintcd 
out to the Agent for f^irdarSf who was desired fully to explain this to Ma- 
dliow Jtao* unci to frame the deed of grant accordingly* 

Wi. —I'hat the giant for life of tliese villages was sanctioned by tlie 
Honorable Court ou the 27th August 1841. 

-That ill the lists of 1844 this life-grant was by mistake eatered ag 
au herediinry Suriojam. 

lOM.—That tliis mistake was pointed out to the Agent, Mr, Urowii, wlien 
the lists of 1844 were returned to liim for revision. 

11 (A*—That ill tlie revised lists this life-grant was again recommended 
forheredilaiy continuance, on theallcgfjd grounds of its antiquity* 

12M*—That the fioverntnent tlien again pointed out to Mr, Tlrown that 
the gifuit was one made for life, and grnnti!<l originally by tiio British, and 
not by the Peshwa's (lovenunent- 

That in spite ijf those rcitciated oiilers, no alteration ivhatcver 
was made in the ravised lists : not only was tlie Suianjani not expunged as 
3 L llritisJj grant to which tlie Honorable Court's order ilid not ajqily, but the 
oi iginal rccommendatTon that it should be continued on hereditary tenure 
was pieserved just as it stood before, 

I4M*—That the Uonorahle Court accorded a "0001111 saiu-tion to tlie Class 
of ^urliijaias in which this one was inserted^ on iho reeordetl gmunds of 
their being suppn^ecl to he grants originally made by the Pesliwa’s Govei'n* 
mciiL 

Ibi/i.—That nuHer the e i it u in stances explained in the preceding Ibnrtecn 
eluiiscK, this grant, which Avas made by tlie British Goveriiuient, and whidi 
was B]Hsc]ally declared to ho a lifc-gi ant, stands in the revised as one, 
half of which is cotitinuuhie to a second genei atiou, 

£}. 1 infer that Government nuturally supposed that tlicir ortlcra, a second 

time so enipliatieally recorded (paragiiiph b of this letter), must liave heem 
carried out by the Agent, Mr, Brown, who, moreover, 111 vetransinitting the 
revised lists, made no further allusion whatever to this Sniinjani, and I presume 
that the preservation, iForff_/br of the entry t'j which Guvcinmetit had 

objci-ted, must have thus escaped notice* 

10* That these aicts did not attract tlie attention of the Honorable Court 
seems to me cl<javfrom their explicit definition (paragraph C of thia letter) of 
the nature of tlie grants to which it was tlieir intention that the Rules 
previously laid dowm by them shoukl be ap[died, and from their dtatinc uy 
expressed belief (paragraph 7 of this letter) that those Rules had been applied 
accordingly; but added to tliis, the Honorable Court have, m the 42iid para* 
graph of their de.ipatch No. IQ, of the 4th February 1852, specially declared 

* 

the " in the exti^rt fivtn in ponf^pb 3 of tbit letter. 
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*'thc Sui'injam Tlules were never tiitendod to apjily to grants by our Govem- 
incnt, uiilessi these wei-e in lien of Surinjams previously heltU” 

IL I linvc tliei'cfore submitted tbid report to enable Government to deter- 
nniie whether^ under tbe circtimstanccfl under wliich it found its way into the 
revised Snrinjatn listSi ibe provision ^vliich was in 1834 made for Madhow 
Euo Jfeellinut PooriLindlinreo during Iiis lifetime, and whieli originalty con¬ 
sisted of !)t pecuniary stipend, sbauld now be considered na contmnable under 
the Surinjiim Jiulcs^ to the amount of Its, 12,500 per ninmiUj to a accond 
geueratioJL 

I Uiivc the honour to be, 

(Signed) T. A, Cowriia, Captain, 

Assistant Innm CommisBioner* 


No* 3238* 

Dutef l BehfamVj lO^A April I So 4* 

The Innm Comniissicmcr submits the accompanying report No. 207, dated 
13th April 1854, by hia Assistant, Captain Cowper, vvlthout comiuunt. 

(Signed) C. J. IMANsoy, 

liiaru CominiiSatuner* 


No, 2338 OF 1654* 


Political D^rATSTHENT* 


To C* J* M ANSON* Es(],* 

Ilium Commissi oner* 

have rtirreivcd and laid before the IlightTIonotablc ttve Governor in 
Comitil the letter submitted by your endorsement No. 3238, dated the 19th 
nltiino (No* 207, dated the 13th idem), fmm Ciijitaiii Cowper to your address, 
relative to the Surmjani entered in the name of Madhow Ttiio Nedkunt Poo- 
rundJiuree as No. 40 of Class III. in the revised lists of 1H47, 

2. In reply, I am desired transtnit to yon a cojvy of a Resolution passed 
by Goveitiincnt under date the 11th instant iijwn Captain Cowper a letter, 
and, with reference to the last paragraph oftlie latter dneument* to state that it 
is not tlic intcntiDTi of Government that on the death o( Aladliow Rao Neel- 
kimt any pension should be continued to his heirs on the resumption of the 
Surinjam which has becu grouted to him for life. 


1 have the honour to bo, &c* 

(Signed) U, L, Anderion, 

Secretary to Government* 


Bcmhffif Cattlef ISth Ma^ 1854* 
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J^esolulian passed hp Government cn the IIM Map 1854, 

1, In the Government letter to the Af^cnt for Su-dars dated the 5th January 
J838j tlial officer was mfoimcd, with reference to tlie grant alluded to in the 
accompanying letter fiom Captain Cowper,^“ This Surinjain is Co be a lifc- 
grant^apoint which yon arc requested to explain fully to Madhow iiao^ and Co 
which, effect a clause is to be inserted in the deed eonfeiring the villages," 
This arrangement was confirmed by the Honorable the Court of Directors in 
CJicir rcveiuu; defipateh dated the 27th August, No, 14 of 1841, 

2* In the revised Sni injam lists prepared by Mr, Warden, Agent for Sirdars, 
in the year 1844, this Snriiijam was entered aa an hcredibiry grant* With 
rcfer^ce to this cntiy, Mr. Brown, Mr. Wardeii^s siiccesaori was informed 
on the 9tb May 184G (an o.xtract from this letter is annexed),—In coiiformity 
with the tenure on which this grant was eoiiferrcd on Mad bow 11 ao, ynu are 
rcqiH^stod to expunge it from Class I. and enter it m Class IIL, the grants in 
whieli latter list nre resumable on the death of the present ineumbent’^/’ 

3, Witli reference to the above instructions, Mr, Brown, in the revised 
Surinjain lists which he submitted to Guvernment oil Che 26tli October 1847, 
observed,—- • 

“ Altliongb tills Surinjam has been granted during the lifetime of the 
present incumbent, yet, under the general llules laid down by the Honor¬ 
able Com! in their despatch dated 2d£h Ochiber 1842, for tbo prepaiation of 
these lists, this Surinjani, in reference to tlie date of ita origimil grant, will 
become an hereditary one, and was tJicrefore entered by Mr, Waidcn in 
Class L Besides this Snrinjam there ate others, which, although granted 
for the lifctiiiie oi' the partits, have been, under llie general Itulcs, entered 
in the several lisbi according to their respective dates of orighml grant, and 
consequently zt w'ould appear harsh to deny to this single representative of 
the great Louse of the Poorundliiiree the advantages which have been, 
uudei' the recent Buies, voluntarily accorded to families of Less distinction.” 

4* In reply, Mr. Brown was informed by Government, on tlie 7th 
April 3848,^ 

With reference to your recommendation tliat Clie previous decision of 
Government in reference to Mad how Kao Booiuiidhuree, whose mame 
has, in conformiiy therewith, been transferred from Class 1. to (No^ 40 oO 
Class HI, may be rescinded, and that this Surinjam may be declared an 
hereditary instead of a life-grant, I ara desired to inform you that the 
Honorable the GoverDor in Council does not consider that any suffi¬ 
cient reasons exist for this indulgence. Madhow Rao Poornndhuree was 
adopted by the late Neelkunt Bao withoat the sanction of Government, and 
great liberality has, therefore, been shown to him by conferring upon him 
his pTcsent Surinjam os a life-gmnt. The allusion which, in reiterating the 
sentlmcnU of Mr* Warden, the late Agent, you have made ' to the antiquity^ 
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of the above is inoorrect, since the Surmjam held by tlie deceased 

adoptive father of Madhow Itoo Poonmdburee waa, on hta death in 1^25, 
entirely resumed, and in autlioriaing, in October 1834, tlie grant of a pro¬ 
vision of Us, 2C,000 per annam to Madhovv Rao, the Honombte Court 
contemplated this grant being made in tlie form of a stipend, and in this form 
it for some time paid to him; and aflci-wards, at his solicitation, this 
stipend was commuted into a grant of land in the Poona Collectorate.** 

5. These proceedings having been reported to the Honorable the Court of 
Directors, that autlmiity in reply, in their political letter dated the 22nd May, 
No* 15 of 1849, obfierved,-— 

"In connection witli the subject of adopted heirs, the case of Madhow 
Rao PooTundhuree requires notice. This Sirdar holds a Surinjam of 
Its. 25,032, ^vliich was reconimended both by Mr, Warden and Mr. Brown 
for an hereditary tenui’C, to which, under the present Rules, the family 
would have been entitled, had they continued to liold their estate on the 
original grant; but tlie present incumbent is an adopted son, whose adoption 
was never recognised by Government, and the family possessions, amount¬ 
ing to Rs* 50,330, were resumed in 182(1, the present Surinjam being 
granted by our Govcninieiii, ns an act of grace, Co tlie present incumbent, 
expressly as a life-grantni The recommendations of Mr. Warden and of Mr, 
Brown for its continuance on hereditary tenure seem to be grounded chiefly 
on the former greatness and present consideration of the family, of whom 
Mad bow Rao la held to be the representative of the principal branch, while 
several junior branches have beeu amply provided for. We do not think it 
desirable to recognise at this late date an adoption to whicli you have 
always hitlierto refused recognition, and wc concur with you io o^^nion that 
the circumstances of the case are not such as to call upon us to alter the 
grant for life into one of hereditary tenure,*’ 

C, It is, however, Just to tlie ktc Agent, Hr. Brown, (o observe that tire 
Government letter of the 0th May, No. 180G of 184(>, only directed "the 
Surinjam of Marlhow Rao Neelkuot Poorundhuree to be expunged from 
Gloss 1. and entered in Class HI,, the grants in which latter lists are lesum'^ 
able on the deiitli of the present iticumbents/’ Tlie Government letter ouglit 
to have specially mentioned that Madhow Rao’s grant being a grant by the 
Dritiali Government, was to be distinguished from the other Surinjams in 
Class IlL by a provision that a moiety of the net proceeds was not to be con* 
tinned as a life-grant to the lineal heir. This provision Mr, Brown ought per¬ 
haps to have inferred, but bis proceedings were not so worthy of blame as 
Captain Cowper’a report would suggest, 

R£SOLTJED,^That with referenco to the circumatances above mentioned, 
the Inam Commissioner and the Agent for Sindara in the Deccan be Infonnedf 
in reply to the last paragraph of Captain Cowper^a letter of the 13th ultimo. 
No, 2071, that it is not the intention of Government that, on the death of 
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Mrtdhow Uiui jVocikimt Fooi'itndluiixjCj miy pension EsJiotiUI be contilined to 
Ilia Urlr^^ on tbo reauTuption of the Suftnjam wliicli tias been ^utc<J to liiin 
for life. 
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No. 460 OF 

POUTICAL DZPABTUSNT* 

Prom Captiun T. A. Cowper, 

Inam Commissioner, 

To IL L* Anderson, Esq*, 

Secretajy to Government. * 

JJafed i^oonaf 14fA St^teTnher 1S54. 

Sir,—I Imvo lUe honour, in accortlanc'e with (lie instractiona contained in 
y€iijr mcmorantlum No. Ul66j oftJie 12th July last, to report upon tlm Suriii- 
jum entered in the revised listH of 1847, in tlie name of Mecra Gunnee 
I'ljsualdar,” aa No, 37 <d‘(?luss 111,, and the Inst holder of which having died, 
a pension equal to lialf the amount of the net proceeds ifl, accordir^ to the 
revised lists, }>aynblc to the next generation, 

2, The village of Pimpulgaum Landga, in the Nuggur Taloota of tlio Col^ 
lectorate of Ahmednugguv, at^ dose of the Peshwa'smle waanot alienated, 

3, Tills village was after the introduction of the British Governincnt 
granted in Snrinjam hy Mr, Elphinstone to Meem Gunnee wulud«Nain Raoot, 
it Itihii^Ldar of the auxiliary horse, under drcumslimccs explained in the 
following letter, datec^the 19th November 1810, fh^m Mr* Elplunstone'a suc¬ 
cessor, Mr, Clmplin, to tlie Collector of Ahmednugguri— 

^*Mccra Gunncc'a Rissalla being discharged, it is resolved! to reward 
him by the grant of a villogo yielding about Re. 1,500 a year* He has 
been dii-eeted to wait on you, and you will be pleased, in conjunction with 
him, to hx on one of tliat value, that it may be made over to him*" 

4, The Collector reported having earried out the ComiDisBioner^s orders 
in a letter dated tJie 8th December following, which is below transcribed:—■ 

T have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 19th 
ultimo, and to acquaint you tliat 1 have made over to Mecm Gunnee the viU 
lage of Pimpulgaum Landga, in die Pujguna of Pandy Pairgaum, in Jagln.or* 
I beg leave to enclose a Murathee memoranduniL of tlic value of that 
village [ s* o. ] for the Buftur at Poona, and to annex a statement of itn 
substance* 

" i beg fuithur to add that Mcent GuniKi^ seemed to expect he was to 
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iKild the in pcrjictiuly ta and Lut aa you [ s. n. ) com- 

TTiands not U> that cfTcct^ 1 have onEy releoiiec] it conditioimMy/^ 

T). On the 6th January ]^!20 uSuniid way ki^ued to Meera Ounnee^ whidi 
is not now forthcoming^, hut a rej^irttry of it Jmy Ixiun foinul in lEic CommiH- 
aioncr's diary, and it appears tiiatthe vilhi;^e was granted In Jaghecr for two 
generutions,— c. to Meera Gunnee, and after him to hie son, 

6. Meera Gumiee wiiUid Nain Hanot died in March 1820,* sind outlie 
2list September 1820 the CoinmisKioJKT, Mr, Chaplin, addref^sed the following 
letter to the Collector of Aliinoilnii|;giir 

"It appears ou tlic deatli of Meera Gunneejlsite DuflWlars [ s. o, J in the 
bullock department at Scroor, that the [ler^on, late a Iti^saldar of liorsc, to 
whom the villo^ j^nuilcd to Meera (iuniicc was intended to revert <ui his 
<Ieaih, is not hh sou, hut liis nephisiv. It appears, also* that oiviiig to the 
cireumsiance of the uiiinc of the nejihew also Ijcmji; Meem Ounnee, and liis 
having always ]>assed as his son, the Suiiud which was intended to ho in 
the names of the deceased and his son has iictunify been granted by mistake 
to the nephew and [ s. o. ] ids son, 

" A new i^iiniirl has, accordingly^ been grunted to the nephew for life 
only, and the tormor Sunud hay Ijccu cancelled, i rciiucst you will have 
the goodness to procure tlio former Suuud from llic ex^^cutors of the dis- 
ceaseit, wIjo ctuini the village for the son, ami have nefiiscd to give tfic 
Simud up to tlic ncfihcw, 

“ J enclose a i^o]>y of tlie ne^v Siuiud, and roriuest you will destroy the 
old one/' * 

7* Ttic new Siinud (copy of which ann<'Xeil, and markotl A) re I erred to 
in the last jiaragtaph, and dated the 2let Septcoiher 18^0, iius bciui juoduced 
by tlie present clazmunts. It [provides for the continuance of the vilJugo to, 
and daring the lifetime of Meera Guiincc, the atm of SImik Hoosyeln, who 
was the eotisin of the original grantee, Meera Gimneo wnhid Niiin liaoot. 

8* In a “statement of Surinjams granted since November 181D,” forwariU 
cd to the llombay Government witli Mr. Ghaphn^^ letter No. 21, of tJie 28lh 
October 1822, this holding was entered ns shown belcjw i— 


Inrjucnbepti 

Kumab 

Induce. 

Mctra Guunco. ^, 

Kfl. B. p. 

1,500 0 0 

L p 

li5(M) 0 OlOriginully sanctioned, but not 
included in the list* 


* Amtrdinff lo the StAtement of Uis lOU Peer lUCaliaiiiGilj recorded before CapUia Cowper^ 
on the $th September 
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9. In the tlstfi prepared in IH34 by tlie Deputy Agent for Slrdarfl, 
Mr, J. Warden* ^urJiijam woa entered as shown below* as No, 76 of 


Claag 111,:— 


1 

Xamo of ttw Itraeni 
JnjciiuLbeat. 

Dafjii of Oi'i- 
^luil 

EdHiinatrtl rool 
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R«uoifu fi» 
in^ tlM uH 

rqc^inlul. Ijiy Hjo 

UlLinur ill tlK^ 
D^idcui. 1 
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j 

Ucmarki]. 

7<i 

n^tppra Ginine^.^ 

' Into A lliS'ijihliir 
in the Porniii 
Auxiliary 11 ursc. 

A. D, 

IB18-19* 

Us. 

1 . . 

iA Bumid was granti^il by 

1 the lute ConiiiiktiioiLer 
' ia the Dt^eenn, uikIut 
dnte the If 1st Septetulier 
iSJOj for the cnutiiiua- 
ticiTi of the > illagc as a 
IJle-gniiit, 


lU. f)n the levjsul, siiortly sil'Uirwiirds, i^f the Deputy AgontV h^its by the* 
Agent, Mr* Marriott, tFui abot^e entry was jiresenfed, the nutiiber only being 
changed* and becoming /iH* 

1J . Til tlie Lists ]>rc|^i‘ed by tlie Agent, Mr. in IH40, this Snrinjani 
appears to liave been fii’st entered as in the previous lists, and to liave bt^en 
snbsciiuentJy erased. 

12. In the lists prepared by the Agent, Mr. Warden* and submitted on 
the 2dth December ld44* this Suiinjain was entered as No. 14 of Claes 111,^ 
as sLiown below :— 
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ihc revisal of Mr* Warden^e Ibta by hia successor, Mr. Brown, this Suriryam was entered as foliowSj as No, 37 
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14» The revlsad iiflts appear enoneoiu»ly to dcscrtbe this Surinjam iu tlic 
following matances;— 

1*;,—In the column of remarks it is stated^—“ TliSs Surlnj am was under 
attachment by the Peshwa's Oovernment, and was restored by tlie British 
Government on the 21st Septenaljer 1820” ; the fact being that it had never 
existed under the Fesliwa, and could not, therefore, have been restored^ 

2rerf.—The date of grant is stated to be tlie 21st September 1820, but this 
is the date of the secomd Sunud, continutug the Surinjam to the second 
generation,-»the date of the Sunud making the otiginal grant is the 6ch 
January 1820< 

3rrf*—In tlio 4th eulumn of the revised lists the present incumbent and the 
original grantee are stiown as one and the same person, which was not the 
i-fxan, as the Incumbent^ when the revised lists were framed, was tlic scc^d 
British grantee. 

15. No statement seems to liave been called for from, or made by, the 
holder of'this Surinjam, when tlic revisctl lists were prepared. 

Id. The Honorable Court of Directors have, in the 42nd paragraph of 
their political despaUih No, 10, of the 4tb February 1852, declared,—Tl^e 
Surinjum llnles were ncviir itilended tet apjily to gitnits by our own Govern¬ 
ment^ unless these were in lieu of Suritijams piieviousty held,” 

17. [Jiidcr all the circumstances of the case, therefore, it does not appear 
to me tliat the heirs of the lust holder of this li^uHnjam, who was the second 
grantee of a grant spcelficaHy made by the British Government for lives, 
can be entitled, attcr the lapse of tliose two lives, to llie pens ion eZaitnahle un- 
dfT Hales framed with special reference to Surinjamsheld under tlm Peshwa** 
Government, and which Hales do not apply to Britisli grants. 

i ImvG the honour to be, &cc. 

(Signed) T. A* Cowpem, Captain, 

Inom Commissioner. 


MentOTundara. 

The Secretary to Government presents his compliments to the Inam Com¬ 
missioner, Captain Cowper, and requests his opinion as to whether the second 
Suuud, granted on the 2l3t September 1820 to the n^hew, was not granted on 
erroneous conaideratioTis. Mr. CliapZin appears to have said that a Sunud 
intended to bo in the names of the deceased and his son has actually been 
granted by mistake to the nephew and hia aon.” The question arises, was 
this a mistake, or woe not the mistake Mr. Chaplinas ? There appear to have 
been two Meem Gunnees, the one a Duffedar in the bullock department at 
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Seroor, the otlier (ihc uf the DufTetlar's cousin) a ItiagiUdar. Mt-. Clm[din 
liays Che Sunud was intended to be in the name of the deceased—i. c. the Duf- 
tedar, imd that it was by naiatuke gmnted to the nepiicw (couaiu's son), t* e. tlie 
UisHfddar; but is thiis connistent widi Mr, Chajdin's letter of the 10th No- 
vember 1819—“Meera Gunnee's Hisxalla being discharged, it is resolved 
to reward liim by the grant of a village yielding about Ra* l,r500 a year’^ ■? 
It would seem from tins that tlio grant was iJitendedto be made to the 
diP'^j and tlmt the mistake which reiUly ocetirred was tliat the Sunud drawn 
wp in feveur of Mcera Ouniicc widud Nnin Haoot instead of Meera Gunnee 
witlitd Shuik Ilff&sscitt. I t may ]>ossibly be^ however, that the Dulledor in the 
bulloclc de|>ai'tinenl liad formerly 1>ecn a Rissaldar, and tiiUH the ditheulty 
Would bo cleared up; but ibc Seci^etary would be glad to be favoured with 
Cujjtuiii Cowper^s uiduion on tlic point suggested, 

(Signed) H, L, A^^p|i^HON, 

Secretary to Govcrniuent. 


Ko* 1403 OP 1854. 


PoliticA r- D^ipautment* 

Referred to the loam Commissioner fi^r Captain Cowper's report (Uj be 
written below) on the points indicated iu the preceding nicmoranduin. 

fly order, &c, 

(Signed) n. L. ANnETisoNj 

Bombay Cusiici 21#J Sqdml}er 1854. Seoiystary to GoverjunenC. 


No. 497 OP 1854. 

Political Depahtmsnt. 

Baled PootiUf Sapteinhar 1854. 

Captain Cowper begs to state that Meera Gnimce wulud Nain Raoot urni a 
Duffedar in the bullock dejiartmcnt at Seroor, to whom it wan resolved to 
grant a village as a reward for services rendered by him in having incurred 
certain expenst's in misiitg a llisHulla of horse. 

2. Of this Risijalla Meera Gunnee wulud Shaik Ilonssdn was appointed 
Hiflijaldar, and so remained until the reduction of the ilissalla in or about 
1818. 

3, The suhstaace of the last two jiaragraphs is that recorded before Cap¬ 
tain Cowper on the 4th September last by the son of Mccra Guiinee wulud 
Sliaik lioosseiu. 
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4, The foTegt^ing appeahi a proliahia story, and leads Captain C<^wpe^ to 
believe that Mr. Chujdin rnost have granted Uic seepud Sunud ivith a ftdl mid 
con ect knowUsdge of the facts of tlie caee^ when, in his letter of die 21st Sep¬ 
tember 1820, he thus described botli the DufTedar and nisealdur:— 

“ It appears on the death of Mccra Guntice, late Duffedars fs. o.] in the 
biiUoek department at Seroor, tlmt the person, late a Kissaldar of horse, to 
whom the village lately granted to Mccra (lunnee ivaa intended to revert 
on his deatlt, is not his san, but his nephew/* 

5, It seem-s, tliGrcftii-c, that Mr. Chaplin, hi alluding in his letter ol the 

null November 1819 to the discharge of “ Mecni Gutinee’s RissaUa” mcist 
have described tlu! Meei'a fjliiiineG wlio raided, or assisted to raise the TCis- 
Sidla, and not the Mecm t/uunec, who served in it. 

6- The CollecUir*!? letter of the 13tb January 1821 to the Commisaioncr 
contains an error which required correction. In it Captain Pottinger say a 
that be forwards a MuratJieo petition “ received from l^ccr Mdhompd, the eldest 
kigitimate heir of the late Moci‘a tliiniicc, Itis^aldar of the Poona Auxiliary 
Fltirse.” 'j'hat the '*hifc MeeriL Giiniic;c’* alluded to was the Duffedar, 
and hot the Jlissaldar, is proved by tin; oi'lglnul Murat bee petition on. 
record here, and which is from Peer Alaliomed, the son of “Mccra Gimnce 
DuHcdar.” 

7. Unt the circumi^tancos of the case are fortunately still more completely 
oYjjIaincd ijy (tcueral Sinitli's letter, a copy of which uccompiinicd Captain 
I’ottiiigor’s of tJie 13ih January 1821. General Smith says:— 

“ 1 lind the honour, in n private form, to make you acquainted with the 
case tfi which the accompanying |>otition refers. 

** Hie late Mccra Gunnee was granted by the Honorable M. Elphin- 
sUiiie, then Coiiimissioncr, a small Jagliecr, in consideration of his heavy 
losses in having migod a hody of horsi! fiir the auxiliaiieg. 

“ I was well acqualLiU^fl with Mocra Guimee’s cireunietanrcs, and, from 
tile demands tliut havo conic upon Ids estate sinco liis death, 1 can well 
belie wo he was mined by his engagements for that service. 

“ Peer Mahomed is the eldest legitimate son of the late Meera. Gunnee, 
a boy of about twelve or fourteen ycal's old. 

“ Meci-a Gunnee emjdoycd as his llissaldar, with Captain Swanston*s 
consent, to whose division his horse were attached, a cousin of bis, named 
Meera Gunnee also, who managed everything relative to his horse/* 

(Signed) T, A. Cowpbti, Captain^ 

Inam Gontmissioncr. 
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No. 4442 OF 1B54* 


To P. W* L^Gbtt, Esq., 

Agent for Sirdars in tlie Deccan. 


Political CEPAnTiiENr. 


Sip,'—I am. directed by the Eight Honorable the Governor in Cowincil 
to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. ^67, dated the 30th June last, 
with enclosure, reporting the death on the 20th of the same month of Meera 
Guimec UUsaldar, the holder of the Surinjum No. 37 of Clusa HI, in the 
revli^ecl liwin of 1B47, and to inform you that as die village of Pimpulgautn 
Landga, which comprised this bolding, was granted by tlie British Govern¬ 
ment, the grant is not atfectccl by the Surinjam Hules, and should, therefc^re, 
now Ikj roHumed without the assignment of any pension to another generation, 

2. I have also to transmit, for your information and for record in your 
ortice, copieti of two reports, Nos. 400 and 4y7, dated tlic 14tli and 20th 
ultimo, fioin Captdln Cowper, Tnain Commissioner, regarding this Surinjam., 

3. An CKtract* paragrapii 1, of this letter, will be forwarded to the Acting 
Collector of Ahiueduuggur, for Ins information and guidance. 


1 have the honour to be, &c, 
(Signed) H. L. Anuemson, 

JJonihfif/ Cftsthf l8iA Octaltv 18fj4. Secretary to Government, 


No. 4443 OF 1834. 

Forwarflcd to ("aptain Cowper, Iimm Commissioner, for his iuhirmatiort, 
with rtdiatMice to tlie subject of Jiis roporta Nos, 4GU and 497, dated the 14th 
and 2bth ultimo. ^ 

(Signed) K, L. Andbusok, 

Uomhay Gastlej Octoher 1834. Secretary to Gov(;mmeut, 


Ej^tract Para^rftph 22 from a Despatch from the IfonorMe llte Court of 
I?iVi?cforHS, dated the 12?A No. 27 d/1855, 

Para. 22. Tho partieulara of this Jagheer were most incorrectly given 
in the revised lUts. Being a grant by our own Government as a reward for 
flezviee, it is not subject to the Surinjatii Buies, and as the two Jives for which 
it was granted have lapsed, it has been very properly resumed without tJie 
grant of a pension to another generation. We, Jiowever, approvu the gi'aiiL of 
Itrs. 3 per tnontl} to each of the two widows for litie. 
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No. 476 or 1851. 


From Captain T. A. Cowper, 

Inam CommisBionctt 


Pot-rTICAL DfrAKTMENT. 


To H. L. Eaq.- 

Secretary to Govornincnt, Bombay. 

Daitd the l^th Sejfletnbcr 1854. 

have the ho'naur to report upon the Surinjam entered in the re* 
vifled liala of 1847 as No, 24 of m,* in the name of Bhugwuntraq 
Holknr^ and ahown in the lists to consist of the village of Kambce, 
in the Abmednuggui CollectoratCf of the estimated annual value of 
Rfl. 2,975-11-0, 

2. Up to the close of the Pesliwa’s Government, Ratnhce and a 
number of other villages, composing one-half of the Purguna of Shew- 
gaum, were held by HoJkar. 

3. Katnbcc and all other possessions of Holhar in the Ahmednug- 
gur Collectoratc were ceded to the British Government by the Treaty 
of the 6th January 1818. 

4. Snbaequentiy to the Treaty, sundry claims were preferred by 
IIolkar^B Government some of which wore as a matter of grace, and 
not of right, admitted, and among them were those of the dependents 
of Holkar, by whom many villages ceded by the Treaty had been pra- 
vioualy held, Kambee being one of these vilJages. 

5. These villages were evenluaily disposed of under Htilcs framed by 
the Deccan Commissioner, Mr. Chaplin, whose dectsions were con6rm- 
cd by the Bombay Government in their Political Secretary's letter 
No, 140, of the 15th February 1931. 

6. The rule under which Kambee (which bad been originally 
granted by Ilolkar to Anundrao Holkar, and which at the introduction 
of the British Oovernmeut had been found in the possession of his son 
Bhugwuntrao) was continued as a Ufediolding to Bhugwuntrao Holkar 
is below transcribed ;— 


5, Grants in Sounsar Begmcef ^e, to persons of the Aptmun- 
dulee to he held for life only, although they may be expressed in 
the Sunnd os perpetual, and if not so expreesedf lo be resnnied at 
once, unless they should already have descended beyond the original 
grantee, in which case they will be admitted for lifc.’^ 
lo 




7* The terms open -which ihc restoration or coniinuance of these grants had been sanctioned by the Governor 
General were thua described in the 12ih paragraph of Mr. Chaplinas letter of the 23rd July 1820 to the Bombay 
fi 0 vernment:— 

“ 12. It has already been determined by the Governor General that all grants to be continued should be held 
exclusively of a?, and in all respects on ihc same fooling as other grants of the same description made by 
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10. On the revision of Jlr. Warden’s lists by liis successor, Mr. Brown, Karabee was entered as No 24 of Class 

111., gls ahowQ below:— 
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APpCNmx c. 


11- Th(; <jn*iry in the revised lists seems to have been incomplete, 
inasmueh aa Government were merely informed,^** An order of Mr, 
Chaplioi dated the Gih February 1821, is on the records, directing this 
Suriiyain to be restored/’ Bui lUc terms upon which the restoration 
was made should surely have been also specilied, and the real state 
of the case would then have been apparent, and it would have been 
seen that the restoration had been distinctly limited (see paragraphs 5 
and 6 of this letter) to iho life of BhugwunttLio bin Anundrao Holkar. 

12. The reason assigned in the revised lists for the non-entry of 
Kambee in the lists of 1834 and 1840 was,—“The present incumbent 
being a dependent of Holkar, his name was not included in the former 
lists/’ But this appears incorrect, because the village had been restored 
to Bhugwnntrao bin Anundrao by a Bunud expressly declariog the 
grant to he o/te front the British Government. (Sec paragraph 7 of this 
letter.) 

13. The whole village of Kambec has never been, and is not now, 
as shov/n in the revised listisf, held by Bhugwuntrao Holkar, who claims 
and is in possession of the Jaghcer Umul, or about throe-fourths only* 
This error appears to have found its way into the lists from tire incor¬ 
rectness of the returns furnished to the Agent by the ColLectoi of Ah* 
mednnggur. * 

14. This grant the revised lists describe as one of 1793, and still 
in the hands of the first British grantee: as such, th e re fure, if entered 
at all in the lists, it should have been placed, not in Class IIL, but in 
Class II. 

15. Under all the circumstances hereinbefore reported, this holding 
does not appear to be one to which the Rules laid down by the Honor* 
able Court in 1842, and upon which the lists of 1844 and 1847 were 
flamed} can be applicable. It was continued under the deliberate 
decision of Mr, Elphinstofic’s Government by a Sunud * expressly de¬ 
claring it a life-grant, and it was only continued at all owing to the 
special circumstance of its having been found to have descended beyond 
the original grantee. (See paragraph 6 of this letter.) 

I have the honour to be, &e. 

(Signed) T, A, Cowpeb, Captain, 

Jnam Commissioner, 


* Ma dupliUj in bU circnliir Utter of the Febrauy 1821, dhcdted the Kwnal Callec- 
ton to iMue dott 8miuds to the pretent incumhenta of tiioh gnnti Ss ure to be eonflnncil-*^ 
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No. 279 or 1855. 


Political Pepmitmknt. 

To Caplaln T, A, Cowpeh, * 

Inam Commisslotior, 

Sm,—I am dtreated by llic Right Honorable the Governor tn Conn¬ 
ell to arknowledgc the receipt of your letter No. 473, dated the 19th 
September last, reporting upon the Surlnjam entered in the revised 
lists of 1847 aa No. 24 of Class III., in the name of Bhugwuutrao 
HolltaT, and to inform you that this case will be referred for the consi¬ 
deration and orders of the Honorable the Court of Directors. 

I have the honour to be, 

(Signed) H* h. AwotiasoN, 

Secretary to Government. 

Botnhat/ Casikj 20fA JunmrTf 1855. 


Extract Pi^ra^aph 07 from a Despatch from ihe Honorabk (he Cowrt 
of Directors^ dated iho 12^/i December^ iVij. 27 <1^1855. 

Para. 67. It ie clearly hIiowu by Captain Cowper that this grant is 
one to which the Surinjam Hnlcs are not applicable. It is one of the 
grants originally made by Holkar, and continued by our Government 
in 1820* under new Sunuds, for life only. The rule being laid down “that 
all grants to be continued should be held exdusJvcly uf us, and in all 
respects on the same footing a5 other grants of the aame description 
made by ourselves,” we cannot agree with Mr. Warden that under this 
Rale the grantees should receive pen^^ions «on the same footing as 
other SurinjamdarSj” for the Snrinjamdars of the Peshwu have been 
placed on a much more advantageous footing than those whose grants 
were “made” at a comparatively recent period “by ourselves.” The 
entry in the Burinjam lists of the holding now under rcpoit* though 
made by mistake^ may have occasioned hopes in the mind of the holder 
that a pension of half the value of his holding would be conlinucd to 
his son. But unless we are to be precluded from correcting the many 
errors which have been shown to exist in thesG lists, we see no reason 
for granting to this family what the terms of the Sunud must have 
shown them that they were not entitled to. Before pensions can be 
granted to persons so situated, special ground must be shown for such 
grant, 
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No, eat OF t«54. 


From T. A. Cowpeh, 

I imm Coil i iiibiiioiicr, 


POUTICAL DepARTSIRNT. 


Tu JT. Ti, AnijI^AAON, 

Sec rotary to CJovcm merit, 3 Bombay. 

7)ffW JPftomif 27ih J^<n:cmhcr 1854, 

1 hitve tlip lionour to reprirt tij>on this Siiriiijam eiUcrnd in the rfl- 
visett lists submitted by tlici Ap;frnt for Sirdars, Mr. Erown, on tfic IJtitb 
OcLober 1847, as No. 30 of Claris III.^ in the name of Bapoo Gosavec 
VitHrlnKjrknr, 

2. 3'hjs Sttnnjaiii lias lapsed, iiml has been resnrned accordingly, under 
the omiTci-s of (fovorinneiit contained in the Chief Secretary*!i letters dsitei! the 
14th April 1851 and tlic 2ritli August 1852. The I'ectit)cation, therefore, of 
the crroiKvtus entry in the lists of 1847 is all that now remains to be done, 

3. In the lists it is stated in the column of remarks,—^*Thc Clior Chittet^ 
is in Snkaram (vosavce’s name, and a pens^ionary gi'ciut s1jr>u1d have het^n 
given to hiii son Bapim Gosavee, the present incumbent, hut (ho Surinjurn hsii^ 
been continued by mistake jii bis name" ;-^and u|>on this iiifbrniution tlie 
[-on Li nuance of (be Snriujam during the lifetime of 3Sapoo tJosavee Viiichoor- 
kur was smictiuiied by the iloiiomblo Court, 

4* liut it was not by any mistuke that the Surinjam was continued at the 
death of Sukaram Gosavee,—the continuance look place under the special 
onlcra of Government, conveyed in the Chief Secretary's tetter, No, 3G44, of 
the loth November 1831, below transcribed :— 

“ I am ilircclcd to acknowledge tbo receipt of your letter of the Gfftli 
May last, announcing (he deatli of Sukaram Gosarec Vtnehnorkur, and 
to acquaint you that the village of Saol, held by the decease*! oil account 
of tlic olHce ho held in the household of the late Pesliwa, is to lie continued 
to his son Bupoo Stikaram, in vii'tue of Ins havltiig been placed by the 
cx-Pcsbwu in iJiu oAice of bis late father ; but in the event uf^ Eajec Itao's 
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death or Ikpoo Sitkaram^H removal from hie situation, the village in <[nGs* 
tioii TsiJl revert to Government 

I llave tile honour &c. 

(Signed) T* A- Cowpkh, Caplam^ 

Inam Commii^ioner^ 


No. 2m OP 185d. 

Political D k pautm en t. 

From II. Tj. ArsjiKnsoN, Estj., 

Secretary to Government, Bombiiy, 

To Captain T. A. Cowpep, 

Sjxicml Commieeloner, in charge of Aljcnation Dqisirtmcnt 

Z^o^cff 7ih Mtif/ 1 H5ft. 

Siu,-—I am directed by the Right'Honorable the Governor in CounciJ to 
af^kiiowlwlge the receijit of your letter No- 604,, dait^d the 27th Novemher 
relative to the Surinjam entereii in the rcviRcd liHta of 1847 ufi No. 130 
of Class 111.^ ill the name of Eapoo Gosavee Vinchoorkur. 

2. In rejily, I am desired to inform you that no orders are callrsd ffir <ui 
the letter under aekuouledgmcnt, instruction!; having been issued by Govern¬ 
ment for the reFainiption of the Surinjam in question under dute the IdMi 
A[]ril JHril* 

2, Tliij errors jminljcd out in tbi; aljove letter were Tirought to the nt)(iei: 
mi'the Uononiblo Conrl of Dircetors under date the llOLli Dcccnib^i' l.S,^4, 

I have tlie honour to Itc, &e. 

(Srguoil) H. L. Aniji^hs<}\, 

Secretary to Goveiiiineiit. 


JitimitfTi/ 7ih Ahtif 1856 . 



APPENDIX Q. 


No. 674 OK 1855. 


Political DEPAnTnif^NTn 


P’rom TiieDtcnant C. J, GniFi'iTtr, 

AsffisroiTit Ijiam CommissioDcir Nortlicrn Division, 


To explain T. A. Cow^FiR, 

Inajm Commissioner Nortkern Division. 


Dated Poonai 21 si Jam 


Sirt,—I bavo tlio honour, uiifler Ibo inatmoLioiia noted in (he margin, 
T f C 3 ± to renoTt upon t.ho Surinjam entered as No^ 23 

Letter fruiu tnq Heerfita* j f * 

ry ta Govt^rumeut, Mr. All- of Class L In thc name of Kxishnrao Rani 
dijraoiij fg Uie Iimni Lorn- Pooriiill]horeli in tlio revised lists of Sorinjum* 

utiaaiuncF Aurtlieni iJivi- ^ 

n\im, Na. 5/2* dated 7th siibmiUod lo Government by the Agent for Sir- 
b'qbnifiry ISiki, Jars, Mr. 3lrown, on the 2Glli October 1947, 


2* This Snrinjam wa:i onlored in the Ciass of ‘^Sllledars,^^ as shown 
below, in a memorandum prepared by Mr- EJphim^tone^a Scerclury, 
Mr. MoDoniiell:— 


“No. 2*—Krishnrao Ham Poorundlmrec.—Exd* 


“KHAJfDtilSn, 

“ Jiiffhecr. 

Mouje Khirdee, Purguna Rave# Rs* 3,9G0 0 0 

“ Umu>(. 

Waghodey, Purguna Raver, Stirdeshmookee»« 790 0 0 


Toial,. ,,Rs. 4,750 0 0 

“ 2* All the accounts agree as 1o villages* The Killcdar, howeyerp 
makoa the Umul more and the Jagheer less than the Duftur t he gives 
the Ktimal of both at Ra* 4,000^ and the receipt^ at Rs* 2,000/* 

3. The following extmet ^hows the entry of this Surinjam^ aa No* 2 
1 a 




2 




in the Class of '* SiUcdars,’^ in the lists of Jaghcers which were transmitted 
by Mr EljdjJtistane to the Supreme Government on the 25th Oetobei 


IHIO:— 
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4, The Surinjnm was actually restored to (3)* Krhhnrao Ram 
PoornndJinree* This is shown by a register of restored personal Ja- 
gheers, w hich was subniilltHl loltic Bombay Government by Mr. Elphin- 
stonc'a suecei^sorj Mr. Ctiupljii, on the 9Sill October 1822, and an extract 
from wliioh is given below :— 
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C. In the lists of Surlnjams framed in 1834 and 1840, the holding 

* Tbe numtif^r tlmr hHIkclI to n niioii ii the oac wbicli mofki it in the QeDulo^gKjd Table 
given et the r1oic of thn 14th ppu-agri^'^h. 
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was cnlarcd as a grant of a. n, 174$ in the name of Krishnmo Ram 
Poornndhurca; in the Deputy Agent Mr* Warden’s lUta of 1834 it 
stood No, 31 in Class TI.; in the Agent Mr> MarrioU^s revised lists of 
1834 it became No* X3 of Class II*; and in the lists prepared in 1840 
by the Agentj Mr. Millsf it was cnfcrijJ as No, 40 of Clasa^ II. 

6- In the lists pre|>ared in 1841 by Mr. Warden, as Agent, this 
Suthijam was entered as No, 31 of Class I,, as shown in the following 
extract ,■■--- 
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7. In the revised li.sls subtriitloJ to Government on the 2Glb October 
1947 by Mr* Brown, t!ic Agent for Sirdars, the Snrinjani was entered 
as shown in liic following extract, the number Laviug been changed 
to 23* 
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8. Tn paragraph 2 of the Chief Seoiotary^s Jctfcr No. 1447, of the 
7th Ajjtil 1348^ the following instructions were issued to Mr. Drown in 
regard to the Surinjanx:— 

You are, however, requested to elate what proofs exist inde¬ 
pendently of the Siuinjam iists framed in the year 1634, (hat the 
Sarinjams entered Nos. 17, IS, and S23 in this Class were granted jxrior 
to the year 1751,—the limit which has been fixed upon by the Honor¬ 
able the Court of Directors as giving to the holders an hereditary 
title.'* 

9. Mr, Hrown*3 reply, quoted below, was contained in the 4th pa¬ 
ragraph of his letter No. 187, of the 22nd August following:— 

“ 4. Surinjam No. 23, by the extracts from the Pealiwa*s records 
marked 3, show that Myra! Gomajee^s title of Sirdar dates from 
A. D. 1741 ; and in paragraph 4 of the 8amc, the village of Khirdee 
was granted in 1754. Tn the GlIi paragraph Ihc village of Wagliodey 
xvas granted in a. d, iTGi ^ in the Lltfi paragraph the vijlage of Koo^ 
suUuJibeu, which dates back as far as a, n, 1741, as shown in the 
Isl paragraph, on aceouni of its not being easily managed, wna re¬ 
sumed by Govcmrneni, and Waghodey given ijj cxeljujige.” 

10. After the receipt by Government of the exjdanatiou quoted in 
(he preceding paragraph, noLliing more ajipcars to have been dune, the 
Snrinjam having heon allowed to remain in Class 1. up to the present 
time. 

IT. Gopalrao Poorundhurce has now given in a statement showing 
]jjs clFAimr^, which arc as follows:— 


ATo. 

ClaiiiiA. 

CitlbdortLte. 

Kct Vulan |icF Annuiiij 
nffordii]^ to Oliuiuaiit. 

1 

The Surilcfilimookee TJnuil of the village 
Wnghodc}' lioo^rook. na Suriiijam ,, 

KhaLuteish .. 

lid. n. p. 

3Q0 0 0 

n 

TJie entire village of Khirdce, as Murhi- 
jvn... 

KhAiideish ...... 

1,3IT0 0 - 0 


Alleged 

net value...... Ke. 

2JOO 0 0 


12. The claimant states that the Surdeshmookee Umul of Wagho- 
dey Boozrook was granted, as a family maintenance, by the Peshwa 
Ballajee Sajec Rao, to (1) Myral Punt, in a, n. 1759*60, Jn lieu of tfio 
Mokassa Umu^^f the village of Koosulumbee. 

13, He asserta that the village of Khirdeo was granted as saUryi by 
the Feshwa Ballajee Bajec Eao, to (1) Myral Pant, in a. d. 1754. 
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14. Of the flocnmentH produced aa evidence by the claimant, it iv 
necci^FTtry to dcijcribc idne only, ns thesac arc all wliich Lave anything 
1o do with Li» title to llio ^urinjaTn claimedTJic anb^tancc of these 
nine papers iis^lveii beUnv. Each dnemnent is lettered^ the correaporiJ- 
Joiicr heitig entered in the copy of the document as given in Ap* 
pendiic 1, :— 

Udulitff^ to iVoghodcifj thiir SttrdeshmoifLec Umui qf ivkkh was grouted 

in iktt of Koo^nlumhee. 

A. 

[. A document dated the 22nd Siifuri Sulas Arbain Mya wu Ultuf 
(a. a. l7-t3'4il), jjtirporllng to he aTakeed* (letter of injunclJon) from the 
Pci^hwa Ballajoc Hujee Rno to the Komavif^dar of Jumkhed, confirming 
(L) (rotiiEijec In the pos^^ussion of llie Mokassa Uinul of itic vil¬ 

lage k"oo£uJ limbec. 

B. 

17. A document dated 3fllh Ruhce-ool-A\vid,f Scctain Mya wu 
llllur(30lli November ]7ofi), piirporling In be a Siinud from the T*o8liwa 
liulliijro JJajen Kao, Helling forih that there was groat diilictllly in 
collecling the revenue of Ktiofdil iimbcc which (i. c. the Mokassa Umal 
of wiiudi) laid been held by (I.) My nil Gomajee exclusive of liis salary 
(KlierSj 'l’yTiiit)j the niEiriagemeiit of Ihe village had been underiakeu by 
the tiovernment. The Surdcjiilnnookcc Uimil of the village of Wagho- 
dey lj;id, (he re fore, (he Siiiiud eoiitJiuie!®^ imw been conferred upon 
(I) My ml Cbmiajce in etnnpiinlfUion for llni same Umul of Koo&ulum' 
bee. Ifj however, the amoutil of the f^urdoRhincokce should ever ex¬ 
ceed Its. 1,100, a Tier the lease on which tlio village was fariued had 
oxpjrrd, the amount in cxco^h was to be credited to Goverujnenb Myral 
Gomajoe enjoying the Uimil up to that i^um. 

C\ 

III. A document dalcd IGih Jummad'Ocl-Awul, Klrnmus Subain 
Mya wu Ulluf (25tli July 1771), purporting tr be a Siinitdf from the 
Peshwa Mad how Reoi Narayeii, confirming to (2) Earn Eao, in eonse- 
r^uence of the dentil of his father (] J Myral Gomajeo, Karkoon Sllledar, 
the Surdcahmookee Umul of Wughodey, to be enjoyed as Khcrij 
Tynal. 

* Ttiii Takeed is Tcj^iitereil in tbv State diary of'22ad Siifnir, Sulfti ArLi^in. 

\ Tlic diary Tt^r llih month !» not rumpLctc ; na r<*gi«ti7 enti be found of tine Sunud 
dated 2!ltli Ibihco^oal-AiiTiiiL ^ 

X Tbii SuQud it rcgifiered Ja tbj ftjte diary of the 16di Jummiid-DDl-AvTali Khanmu- 
Subaiii. 
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Rdativc to Villa^t of Khirtk^, 

D. 

IV, A tlocnninnl dntej Ihc l3lU Snfiir,* Kliumns M'ya. 

wu UUuf {37th November 17ij4), ]jiirporiiti" to he a Sunud from tlic 
Vc shwa Bnlhijcc lisijue Rao, gmnling to {!) IVlyral Oomiijeci afl a por¬ 
tion of liift jinlary (Tyiiai), llie Stirtle^limookte U(mil of Lhe village 
Kliirdoc, in Kliaiuhrisb, Jt iii stated Jii thii^ Suntid that tlio whole vil- 
Lage hud boon grnnTed, biiL that a eiepamle Sunnd had been i»i«iicd foi 
tlic reiiioMung poriioii of it. 

V, A dooiunenl doted the l-lth Jiimmad-oot-Awtil, Klu;mia*« Siihaiii 
Mya wn Ulliif (3 'JIIi ,liily i77l)j purporting to be o Stinudf from the 
PohIiwu Mod bow Roo Noroyon, ooTilirioing to (2) Rom Ron, upon the 
death of his fulber (1) Myral, the entire villugo of Khirdei;, which 
was to bti enjoyed by bhn as? i^alury (Rudul Mooi«l]ubim). 

F* 

Vi . A doenment doled in Sumaii Snnnineen Mya wu Ullof (a, d. 
17S7-SH), bnl willmutTlalcof niotiili, porporlitig to be aeojiy ofa8ujiudJ 
from tlie IVshwn Miidlitnv Rao iVornyen, conllnning to {13) Krislmrao, 
bis father (3) LtrUii Kuo, Korlinon Hillrilor, having dicil, the entire vil¬ 
lage of Rfiirdee^ us liuduE Moo^huliiru or sulory, uiul also the Stirdc^ih- 
inoukec of Wughodey, as Klierij Tynal or exclusive of his salary. 

i\. 

VJL A dociitncTit dated ibe 2r>th .Taiiuary ISIO, purporting lobe a 
copy of a Jetttjr from the Chief Secretary to GovenimcuL to the Agent 
for Sirdars, couveyjiig the unlbt^rlly of Cnovoriiincnt for continning the 
village of Khirdec, entered aa No. Hi in the list of 1st Class Hnriiijuiua 
for IS n, to ibo heirs of the Jaic (3) Krtshnrao Ram Poornndhiuec, 
subject to the cortHrmalioJi of the Ifonorablo Court of Directors. 

H, 

VIJI. A dooiirnrnt dated 17th February 1853^ purporting to be a 
letter from the Agent for Sirdars, Mr Brown, to (^ 1 ) Gopalrao Nt^clkunl 
PooTund 111 tree, informing bitn, in rcfily to a Yad from him, that in the 
(revised) lists of Sorlnjama lately sanetjoned by the ilotiorablc Cruirt of 
Directors, bis Surinjarn waa entered as an hereditafy one uudet No. 2U 
of Class I, 

* In the Ktftte iliftfj' of tbw ilate tberc nr^ wennlejl tiro fotic for tlie R^nntnlihJoo- 

fcce, snd one for tbu remniniii^ Umulsh iaaueil by tlic PusIutbl, gnindn|; to Myra! Oonuijee^ on 
Aeconnt of liis snlnry, the entire vitU^nc of Khirdtie in KliniiileMi, numcty its Jn^^lievr, Uiib- 
tM* SurdeshmOokee, Mokn34n UjhhIi, ani:l the " fibarts DAim” [ffirfrS*! monevt tns.. 

t Thii Soninl ia rein^lf’red in tliQ Htntu diiry of 1 Elth Jumniiid-aQl-An'idi Kluimua Suliflln. 

+ A Snnud to tlic aiunrt effert mtlit copy now praduced is rccoFiltd in the raibwa'i leilj^r 
of the lluhc^-ool-Awulj ^ inn an ?iiniiinecii« 
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IX. A ficnonlngical Tat)lc of the claimant’^ family (so much of 
which as h miiilrcd) is subjoined :— 

(l)M>rftlP(iat.* gnutee, 

I 




("i) Ham Rfto. 

■■ 1 





Krisliii Rito.f iai:ij>Trd, 



tMin^'.E'clhiiv ft 

(uliwj. 

1 

Ti'iiiihiikmo 

(iilivi'J. 

My[iiitrAe, ’j’ 

r 

( t) Xeelkuiilrao, f 

1 

j 

Toeknrum 

(alive)- 

NarHyen 

(ftlivej* 

OeriTicl* 

(alive). 

J J_Z... 

(5) GnpnIrAOp 
the elaiRiaiit. 


1 


, ft Given in ndntilian tn Snsitbi'f JhtiiiIji Rlirecdhur AVfliiiillll 

(ftlivi'). (iiUvc). 

y.lL—'Hiosc morkeil tVu'i* art! saVI ht 5mve iN-fctns &iifl tlio* iiiLt-ked thuH t dulneinciilly to 

IIli! iiLti>j( 3 iirtlih]L fti Hrltihli 

In'S, The Poshwra*,s records^ suid llioflocumc^otiHi produced by (5)Gopal- 
ran Pooriin<lbutte, show Iht history of tlic Siirinjaru claimed by him 
to bo aft follows. 

UJ- In A. n. 17 12-13 JMyral Gomajec was conhrmed, by a Takced 
rotristcred in llio jStulo diary, in the poftscftftloii of the Mokassa Umul of 
the vilJajTo KoosLiloiiibto, 

17. In A. u. I7r>n' the Rnrdcftlimookee Uiiiiil of tiie village of Wa- 
ghodty was granted to (I J Myral GomajQCj exclusive of Ills salary (Khtrij 
Tynat)] by aSiiniiti| from llic J*csliwa, in litiii of liic IVlolcassa Umul of 
KooftnlnmbcCf which was taken under the maEiagcmcut cf the Govern¬ 
ment. Tlie Umul was granted, however, with the proviso that if its 
aniDiint should ever exceed Rs. 1,100, the cxccsi^ should be credited to 
the Goveronient* 

18. In A. n. 1751 the entire village of Kliirdce was granted, by a 
Snnud registered in the Stale diary, to (1) IMyral Gomajee, on account of 
hia ealary. 


J S^CkJ iHrte to UiKUMioiit II., dvirrilifd in pun^tth 1 1. 
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19, In A. n* 1774 ihft Siirdcshmookce Uirrnl of WaghodpVi and tliR 
«niire village of Khirdee wcie^ by Sunuds^ which arc regi^tercil in ihe 
State diary^ confirmed to (1) Myml Goniajcc'a (adopted) son, (2) Ham 
Hao, hin father having died. 

30. ,In A, o, 1788 Ihc above Umul and village were continued, by a 
Snnud which is registered In the State diary, to (;|) Kri^linrao, the adopt¬ 
ed Bon of (2) Ram Rao’s widow* A Ntizur of Rs. 10,001 was on this 
occasion ordered to he levied* 

3L At the introduction of the British Government (3) Krislmrao 
was found in possession of both the llems now claimed by him grand¬ 
son, and which were continued at the conquest,-—namely, the Surdesh- 
triookcc UrnuL of Waghodey, held tn commutation for part of the vil¬ 
lage Koosulumbcci dating from before a. u. 1743-43, and the enlirc 
village of Khirdcc, first granted in a. i>, 17-fil. 

33, Upon rcferriiiglo the 3rd paragraph it will be seca that i^Ir* El- 
phinf^ton<i*a rccomiiiendatioit with regard to this Bnrinjam was,—To 
retain hla Jaghcer land; may he dimiuislicd on hi:^ death, 

S3. It appears from the Murathcc records, rolnting to ihcso holdings, 
received from the Agent’s Oflice, that (3) Krirfhnrao distinctly blatcd 
in writing, on the 9lh February 1844, that the village of Khirdec, the 
greater portion of the Surinjam, had been originally granted in 1754* 

2'L The Honorahlc Court of Directors liad declared (despatch dated 
Sfith October 1842, No. 17,) that Jaglicers which had been granted prior 
to 1751 should be considered hereditary, as well as those of more recent 
date, which were held in commutation for old possessions resumed by 
the Sirkar. Grants made subsequent to 1751 vi^erc to be re^fumed after 
a second generation from the conquest, a pension equal to half the net 
proceeds of the Surinjam being assigned to the next—the third—gene¬ 
ration* 

25, According to the above Rules, the Surdeslimookcc Uniu] of 
Waghodey (granted in 1759, in commutation for an Umul resumed, 
which had been acquired before 1751) was entitled to hereditary conti¬ 
nuance; while the village of Khirdee, which was granted in 1754, 
ought, 1 imaginCj to have been declared rcsumablo after a second 
generation from the conquest, the usual pension being provided for the 
third generation. 

35, But in the revised lists of Surtnjams Hubimtted to Government 
by the Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Brown, on the 2Gth October 1847, with 
his letter No* 173, that gentleman entered the Surdeshmookee Umul of 
Wflghodey, and also the viliage of Khirdee, in Class I., as being ** here¬ 
ditary in the fullest sense of the word’’; the date of original grant was 
entered by him as 1745* 

37. Under iheso cjrcumstancei, the Chief Secretary on the 7th April 

'2ii 
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lf?43 (letter Nok 14-17, parngraph 2) deairecl Mr* Brown to stale what 
proiifs existed that llij^ HtirSijjam (viz* Kliirdccatid the SurdoahmooLee 
of WagliocU’^), witicli was enlcrcd Jii Clasa I. of his revised Lists, Itn^l 
been f^ranied prior (o l7oL,—the limit fixed by the Honorable Court of 
JJireelorJi as giving the holders an hereditary title, 

2^. It didicult to understand the nature of Mr. Brownes explana¬ 
tion, whieh will be found quoted in tliu 9lh pnragrapli of this letter ^ but 
if he meant to say that because a portion (viz. the Surdeslimooker 
Umul of Wnghodeyjof the Suriiijam was of a date antecedent to 17^>1, 
therefore the remaining portion (the village of Khirdce, granted in l7o4) 
was entitled to be considered as bearing the same dule^ he miiat have 
ooiupletely mUapprehended the instriirljims wJilch had been issued 
Ly a overnment regarding the prejiaratioii of the lists ; for he was ex- 
prcaf<ly eantloned In lim fJhief Secroiary’s letter No. ISDG of the t>th 
Alay IH Ifi agaiiisl u^sl^nlng to any Surjiijam a dale prior to 
if only a portion of i% and not the whole, Eiad been granted before tlniT 
year, 

20* I have appi:nde<l (No. I.) to this letter, as required by the Oih 
vcTtnineat lotler from ihc Political Secretary to the Inam ComniiaHloncr 
Northern Division, No. 57:J, of 7th Fobritary i8oi5, copies of the docu- 
Tiicnts, dcE^crlbcd in the lllh paragrapli prod need as evidence l>y the 
claimant, and also (No, IT.) a copy of the translation of extracts from 
the Peshwids records, which formed an accompaniment to Mr. Brownes 
leilcr, containing the explanation quoted above in paragrajih 9* 

2t), IFiuler the Rules contained in thn Honorable Court’s despatch* 
on which the revised lists were fninipil, llio Surdcahmookee Umnl 
of VVaghodey (so that it shall not exceed 11?. ],J00) is, apparently, conti- 
nuable hereditarily; the remaining portion of the Surinjam, namely 
the entire village of Ivhirdec', ought, it would seem, to have lajised Ifv 
Government after the dcalhof both (3) Xrishnrao and (4)' Nilicnntrao; 
{&) Gopalrao, of the third gcncratloii after the conquest, being allowed h 
during hU lifetime, the usual provision of half the net revenue of the 
Surinjam. 

I Itnve the honour to be, 6tc* 

(Signed) C, J* Griffith, Lieutenant, 
Ai^aistaiit limtn CommiaHioner Northern Divisioti. 
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No. G81 of 18-5-1- 


roUTKMlL DErARTMBHT* 

From Ciiplam T, A. Cowrim, 

Inam ComuiiaBioocr^ Nortlicm Division, 

To n, Ij, Andkhson, 

Sccriilary lo Uovcrnmcnt, Bombay. 

Daicd Pootnij 22 juI Jufi4i 18oiJ, 

Sir^—have llio honoor lo subTiiit a rcporr, No, {>74, dated in^itanlf 
from my As.^ifttanl, Lieutenant CJrilUth, on the iiSnrlnjain oiitcrcd a.^ 
No. 2^} of Class L in llie name of ICTi^liLirao Ham Poomiulliurec, iu the 
revised List:^ of Surinjama ^ubinittcJ to Cjovornmcat by the AgoiU for 
Sirdars, Mr, Brown, on the 2r>lh Oetober 1847^ 

2. Thi.** Siifinjani is now found lo have been ineorreetly cnlored la 
the revised lists, which contain the followin'; crror,s:— 

lat. —Both tile items composiii;; tlirs Snrinjain arc entered as grant* 
made in a . n. 1745, whereas one of ilicm, ihc village of Khlrdoc Booz- 
rook, which fortn.'i ninc’-Lmitlis of the whole Ruriiijamj was granted, not 
in A. i>. 1745, hul in a. n. 1751, as a new grant, and not in eomtuuta- 
tjoil for anytliing held ]>revioiisly^ 

Of the two iletns composing the Snriiijam, one is incoricclly 
jihown ns censisling of the village of Wngliodey, the Surdes1jmook<J'0 
Uinnl of which village alone onght to havo been onlcrcJ. 

liriL —The name of the "present incumbent” of the So rjn jam entered 
in column that of Kri^hn^ao Ram Focrundlmrcc, who in eoLnmuD 
is stalc<l to be sijcty-fivu years of age, but who in column 14 is shown 
to have died some years previously,—this last being tbe correct state¬ 
ment. 

3. With one imjmrtant diUcrcncc, this ease is f<imilar to tbe one 
disposed of by Iho Government order No. 2531 of the 3rd June 1854> 
In both cases the distinct injunction of Governmcjit against assigning 
to even a siwgfe comjioneut port ion of a'Siirinjain any other date than 
that on which it was actually granted, was disregarded, and this not 
only in framing the revised lints, but even after the second reference 
which was specially made to the Agent by novemment in each of these 
cases. In the case now reported on, however, tlierq wasi this remark¬ 
able didercnce, that the foregoing look place nfiir the claimant of the 
Burinjam bad recorded in the Agent’s Cilice the cojrreci dale of grant of 
the holding. 

4. Under the Rule* in force, the SnrdcMhmookec iJmiil of the 

vliJage of Wagliodey appear* lo be, as a grunt made in comrnuULian 

* 
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fur tlmt which wnii hcJd bcfurc a. d. 1751} conlinuabLe on liateditary' 
tenure, wlulc the of Rhirdce BooKroolc, which wajs granted in 

A, u. 1751, hail, under the Honorable Courtis miftrnciLons in paragraph 
12 of their despatch No. 29, dated 31st October 1819, already properly 
lapsed, and tiic present incumbent f^hould, aa the third generation from 
the conquest, be in the receipt merely of a pension equal to half of the 
net proceeds of the village, 

5. As the error through which the present claimant is still in the 
possc3$iiou of the village of Khirdee Goozrook waa committed, not 
through any fraud or misrcprcsctilation on his part, but after he had 
correctly stated the case, Ciovcrnment will, probably, approve of my 
recornmeadution that during liis life time noalteration should be made, 
the village being in such ease rcf^uniablc at his death, without the grant 

tif any pension io the nest gcneratiou, 

• 

I have the honour to be, 

(Wigned) T. A. Cowpeh, Captain, 

in am Commissioner Northern Divitiom. 


No. of 1855, 


P(j lATi V A1. D E PA itT !■: N r^ 


Captain T. A, Cowpi:r, 

Inam Cnmmissioncr Xorthern Division, l^ootia^ 


8iii,—I am directed by the Tii^ht Honorable ihe Governor in Couii- 
eil to ncknoAvlirtige the receipt of your JelUir No. G8I, dated the 22iid 
June last, vsilh enclosure, reporting on the Surinjain entered In the 
name of Krishnrao Ram Poorundhurpi; an No- 23 of Class in the 
revised Stiriiijam Jiats, and to enclose for your information and guid¬ 
ance a copy of the Government Resolution thereon, dated the 2nd 
instant. 

3. The Agent for Sirdars and the Colleotoi in Khandehb have been 
infornneJ of the decision in this ease, 


J have the honour to be, Arc. 

(Signed) H. Ij. AMDcnsort, 
Secretary to Government. 


tSiimbitjf 8/A Scptcffibir 
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Jte^alutioH of Gorernfiienij daitd 2nd September 1855* 

ftesOLvED^—Krisbnfao Ram Poorundhurcc^ft Surinjnm consisted of 
two holdings m Khandeisli, one the Surdeshmookee Umiil of Waghodeyr 
the other the village of Khirdce. Both of these were in the lists of Mr. 
Warden and Mr. Brown declared to he hereditary in the fuilcst sense 
of the word. 

It is now incontestably shownt by the siatement of the inennibent 
and by the dearest documentary proof, that the village of Khirdce was 
granted in 1754, and, therefore, should have been included in the 2nd, 
and not in the Ist Claes of Surinjams. 

The Surdeshmookec Umul of Waghodey was granted in 1765, hat 
having been given with a. certain restriction as to its cmoliinients in 
lieu of the Mokassa Umai of KoosuLnmbec, granted In 1742-43, tl was 
properly jncluded in the 1st Classj “ as hereditary in the fullest sense of 
the word/* 

The village of Kliirdec, on the other hand, should only have been con¬ 
tinued to I wo generations from the conquest, with a pension to the third 
generation. Two gciicralion&^Krishiirau Ram and his eldest son 
Nedkunt Rao—have died out. The present holder, Gopilrao, is the 
eldest son of Ncclkunt Rao. The village, therefore, in strict justice, has 
lapsed^ and Gopalrao Is only entitled to a pension equal to one-half of 
the nel revenue of the village. 

As, however, it is clearly :*liown in the reports of Captain Cowper and 
Lieulcnanl Griffith that no fraud was aUempted by Gopalrao, and that 
he gave llm true dales of the grants of his holdings to the Agent for 
Sirdars, the Right lIonoTabic the Governor in Council is of opinion 
that the suggealioii of Captain Cowper should be adopted, that no al- 
Icration be made during the lifetime of the present Jneumbeut, but that 
the viJlago be resumed on Gopalrao*® deatiij without ihc grant of any 
peii^ioii to the next generation. 


E:KtrQci Farog^raph? 4 and 5/rant a Be&patck from ihc HonorMc the 
Court of Dir&ctorSf dated the 19/ft Marche iVh. 19 1856. 

4. The circumstances of this holding are very clearly act forth by 
Lieutenant C. J. Griffitb, the Assistant Inam Commissioner. The 
statements relating to it in the revised lists arc very inaccurate, a part 
of the holding being incorrectly described, and the date which correct¬ 
ly belonged only to the smaller part of it being assigned to the whole. 
This is the more remarkable as Mr. Brown, in his reply to a call for 
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Gxplanatmn, slated the dates correctly, and the inconsistency between 
them and the coiictusions drawn Iroin them escaped the notice of your 
Government, 

It \n now shown that the Strdeshmookee Umul of the vittago of 
Wagliodey, value Ra, 300, which was granted in lieu of a Mokasaa 
Umul held previously to 175J, is the only part of this Surinjam which 
is hereditary under the Riilca. The village of Khirdee, value Rs. 1,80D, 
was granted In 1754, not in commutation for anything held previously, 
and, there fore, after the second generation, ought to have lapsed to the 
Government; and the pre^jont holder, being in the third generation, was 
only entitled to a pension of half llic net proceeds. As, however, he 
stated the facts correctly, and is not under tlie Bmallest imputation of 
fraud, we approve your having determined to leave him in possession 
for his life, and to resume the whole at ills deaths 
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No. 150 OP 185 j, 


From Cuptain T- A- Cowpeh, 

Triam Comnufisioner, 


PoLlTTfAl, DEPiRTMEl^T^ 


To ir. h. A NDEBflON, Fsq., 

Secretary to Ooventiiien*, Hombay. 


Diil^d Poona, tih P^hrnm'y 1855* 

SiH,—1 have the honour to bring to the notice of Government the pro¬ 
ceeds of tlie Surliijam^ ctilered in the revisofl lists Eis No* 1 of List 4 in the name 
of Zcolficar Alice llalmrioor^ winch Lujiscil on ilie 1^1 Septemher 1829, appear to 
have been in tJie hands of the Nasir of the Foona Adawhit fivnu that date up In 
J847, or, perhaps, even to a Inter date, and eventually to Jiave been nominally 
made over to a claimant in a civil Biiit, under ciicum&tances ^\'hich eeem to 
demand a search in g inquiry* 

2* The following report, dated the 14th September 1844, by the Agent for 
Sirdars, Mr* Warden, describe.^ the then condition of the Surinjum \-— 

The Sorinjam held by the family of Siiuinsher Uahadoor, in the 
Deccan, vras origmally granted in a* d. 176l{, and, according to the orders of 
the Ftonorahle the Court of Directors, is, therefore, to pass through two 
generations, the third generation being entitled to a pecuniary pension 
equal to half the net proceeds of the estate* The first British grantee was 
Shumsher, grandson of tli^original gnuitec of that name* On his death the 
Surinjaui ehculd have been re^intned for want of direct heirs, but was 
allowed to bo held by his Btep-molhcr, Tluhocmut Beebee, for her life, and 
on her death it was attached as in testate |>i'{j]}erty hy the A da win t, instead 
of the GoTemment (an ovei^ight which ivill be irnted in view to its correc¬ 
tion in my general report on the Surinjams)* If the petitioner be recogriised 
by the British Government ns hdr to hie brother, and tiie Government do 
not consider the enjoyment by Buheemut Beebee of the estate in the same 
light as if a second generation Imd held it, the petitioner should receive 
the Surinjam prayed for for bis life, otherwise he can, as heir to the Surinjam, 
only ciaim the pension due to an incumbent of the third generation-** 

Jn 
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3. Thu Governjiiciit reply m t!ic PoUticfll DepartitiGDt, No. 3031 of the 
3i'd October 1N44, is hotow Inii.scribe - ‘— 

" Unil irlcieiue Xt> your repn' M'eii 'he 14tk ultimo, on the petition 
fromr^hnlt Kun-iiu Ahmedj Vukcul (r \>Ln^bZoolHcar AllueBahadoor^dated 
the i7t}j Aia^'twt hi^b solkithij^ i tr guiitvjam held by the late Shum- 
wiier IT ibiulodr in the D^'van mav eotitinued to his master, 1 am direct- 

l) w 

cil by the Honorable the Oi>viMTi n' in Coundl to request that you will 
hf! [iLc aHCii to iiitbnn the petitioiic?r, who huii been releircd to you, tliat 
bis will be suhiiiltled for the decisJoa of the Honorable the Couit 
of Directors ” 

4. Willi reference to the rfoveriiment order qnotetl in tlie last paiu^^mph, 
the Apjiiiitj iiiuler date the l.Jth Angubt ISdij, No, 143, wrote as follows :— 

To 1 ‘efcreijcc to your letter No* 3H10 eluted the 12th of this month, and 
to my l‘^■|3or^ iicknowied^ed In i^Tr, Chief Secretary Willoughby'a Jett<H' 
ilaLed 3rd (IrtJiber 1^44, No. 3d31, I have the honour to suggest that the 
Cohector be to nsicco the Naxir of the Aduwliit of the charge 

(which Ik! ahould neircr have liad) of the Surinjam held by tire lute Ruliec- 
mut Bccbee at Pi>oua, pttndujg the receipt of the orders of the Court of 
DbectiJifi in respect to its dUposab’^ 

5. The orders of (government, conveyed in the Chief Secretary’s letter 
No, 4!177 of the 3rd November lfi4o, wcic,— 

“ 1 am dii-ccU-d by the llftnoi‘ablc ibf. ftovcriior in Council to acknow- 
'b'^ receipt of yoni letter ilntc'l Llic l.lLh August last, No* 143, nnil to 
ill I .,i yi 1 that, us sttggf^sled by you, ordei*s have been issued to the 
Cc' ti,’ of t*wma for relieving the Niwir of the Adawlut at Poona of the 
ch;s. ;c die Smrmjam held by ilin Into Ituheemiic Becbec at that place, 
l>t:ind:'g tlm receijjt of the orders of the Honorable the Court of Director's 
in respect to it** disjiOBiil/* 

6- In No. 4 of tlie revised lists of Snrinjamfl submitteil to Government by 
the Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Brown, on the 26th October 1847, this Surinjam 
was enteivd, as shown on the following pages, the name of Zoolficnr Ailec 
Bnhailocr, • 
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Th^ .<1 UTtcu^m, w Hf'fiHiQtof tlir 
Dn<ii-iip|H!Brtnic<p nf th^ hflirn of 
RuliL-v^uut DcfEHic^ wbv 
in A. D. ]8^i0j wu tclathal 
by tlifl Ailt'V'Jut, uuiJpr tli« 
iiliii^#iuil tlmt It tvAii IntUtalC 
IwoiiiTlj'. C>Ji tlie roiDpIc- 

ttEHi nf Tllu idTfWti[faHoii InliC 
th]4 in«tri'r hy thi^ Juid^, thr 
Cnilectnr wma rettue^lcd tn 
nhsniEii! rharvu nf Uil'- durji)- 
jam. Tim A^nt for SEnfimt 
nil tlm ]4tJ] ^pted’Jibcr 1^4^ 
acMrr^^ & letter to flcvAni- 
rfu•.n\^ nTpktiilTif the elianc' 
tdr cif ihin SdHt^em ; ujud a 
lettif;^ vm TcecEvcU hi reply 
fniTU ^JdTdrdinCDt, ^'D4 sum 
dwuxl Elitl Octalwr sUt- 
iiiff thdt fhp irt*ttw hod been 
inrftrrthl td the Jlcunnhle tlto 
Court of Directors^ On u!<- 
coTmt of ti*n property hovhi^ 
iMtbi MneEderod IdteaUU, Ihd 
naifio of tlid prwnt Inoam- 
beut woq not Autoreil Id. iho 
IlKt of 1434, but it wu by 
ovoreJglii ojitsii;^ fd the Jlet of 
A. J>. IS40. 

irbe dat« of origiJid] grtnt, 
Artm SiirUiiiT or .A. d. I763j 
in tAltod from * record la the 
Poone Doftur. 

Hid t^Tonuc was rccmal^ 
cnllootei^ by this Surjn^aindari 
Ooo^iiantly there at* luo 
accounts fbrtboojntDf to de¬ 
termine the udirty of tbn net 
proceeds of Uia Stujt\|afn, or 
to aAcertaJD Oh uinoaiLt of 
HTdant whlob Is diH to 
plifiniDt. 
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1 . The oitiej^i ui' the Ilojiamhle Co^rt of Dii octons regiirdittg thii» 8uHjt* 
jam were c;oiiv(;y<;d in patjtgmph 62^ below quoted^ of (heir political deapateli 
JVo. 15 dated tliq 22ntl May 1S49 j— 

** l)'2, Tftc Nuwab of Baoda daima reshimtion of a garden, of the e$ti' 

" Cns^n of ^ooifiMT value of Rb. (542, held' by his late brotlier 

Alice Khun, Nitvvab of and predecessor, SUumaher Baliadoor. Thie garden. 

should, ati you observe, have been resumed on 
Sliiunsiidr BaUadoors lieatli, on account of the failure of direct heirs; it 
was, however^ allowed to be held hy Iiis widow for lifcj and on her death 
was erroneously attached as iateslate property. Zooldcar AUee claims it 
as heir of the deceased. Jleba?, however, uuder the circumstauccsj no 
claim to it, nor even, as Mr. Warden supposed, to a pension of half the net 
proceeds, such pension being intended as a provision only for the next 
generation of the descetidni'its of .1 aghecrilai'S; collaterals are not entitled to 
thcBa pcnsioUB, although, when they have actually been supported from die 
proceeds of the Jaghcer, a ptovision for hie should generally be made for 
them: this, however, cannot apply to the Nuwah of Banda, who enjoys, on 
liercdltary tenure, a princely provision ivom the Supreme Government, This 
ajiplicatiun is, therefore, rejected." 

8. It is clear from the foregoing, that on the receipt of tlie Honorable Court’s 

ijistnictioiia juBt fpioled, the proceeds of the Surinjam from the date of 
Ruheemut Bee bee a death ought to have been brought to the credit of Go¬ 
ve mmei it. This, however, vi^as not done, and it only remains to state wlmf 
actually occurred* * 

9. Glider date the 5th July 1845, No. 2230, a decree was passed by the 
Judge of Poona, Mr. Warden, directing the property of the Into Ruheemut 
Beebce to be mode over to one Gniroridcen, ns Ruheemut Beebee^s legal heir, 
but spectaU^ e^ceptln^ tAe proct^fth of the Sfirhtjtan* 

]0. With these clear iiistrucliuns of Mr. Warden on rceoi'd,—Indeed, in 
reply to a reference from the Nazir in which these instriietfoiis were jiromi' 
nently brought to notice,—Mr. Wurdeifs successor as Judge, Mr. Brown, 
jrassed, on the I5th July 184H, No. 1405, an order to the Nazir, nf which the 
following is tt iriuiBlation 

Your report lias been received. Umroodccii was declared tlie heir of 
. Tlahecmut Beebcc, deceased, and orders were issued to make over to him 
her property; but he having in the meantinje diedj the present petitioner 
obtained the certihcnm of lietrslup, and orders were ii^sued to put him in 
possession of the property on condition of his furnishing security for one 
year. Three years having since elapsed, without any one putting forth any 
ohjeciiou, the necessity for the secui'ity being furnished no longer exists, 
111 the Collector's Yod, directing the proceeds of tJie S^urinjam to be trons- 
i'erred to the credit of Government, the jxirtion previously credited as intes¬ 
tate property is not included; it is, tlierefoiCj together with all the rest of 
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the pro[jtrly, after deducting th<f amount due to Goyerrimeut OA account of 
the petitioner having pleaded a» a pauper, to be made over to him, and hia^ 
receipt taken/’ 

IL At the annual value ofisigned to the Surinjam in the revised IjstM 
(Uh, J037-5-O), the proceeds for the eighteen years fmm 1829 to 1847, which 
should have been paid into the public treasury, would amount to nearly 
Us, 11,000, two-tliijda of which would jjrobably be about the actual vatue^ 

12. But a small fraction of this sum appears, however, to have found its 
way into the hands of the pei son to whom M r. Brown ordered tfie whole pro¬ 
ceeds of the Snrinjam realised suhsequcnlly to Uuheemut Beebce's death in 
I82fl to be paid ; tl^c greater j^ortion seems to have been made away with in 
the Kafir's Office* 

I have the honour to be, &c* 


(Signed) T* A. Ct>wnj:H, Captain, 

foam Commissioner, 


No. 07 OF 


Political D^rABTMKKT. 


From IL Kbavs, lilsqj.. 

Agent fi^r .Sirdars in the Dcccan, 


To IL L. .VyDBRSON, Fsep, 

SceneLaiy to the Government of Bombay. 


* DtiUd Poonaf 11 (A AforcA 186G. 

Sm,”-With reference to your letter No. 3f>42 of the 2Dth August last, I 
have the iioiiour to state, for the inforiuatioo of the lliglft rioiiomblc the 
Governor in Courn'i!, that the lute Kiihrcmut Bcchce held a Surinjam in the 
Poona ColliH^torate, which was entered In the revised lists of 1847 as No^ 1 
of List No* 4. 

2. Captain Cow per, In son Commissiioner of the Northcni Divipion, has, in 
his letter No. ITjO dated the 7th February 1855, a copy of which was trane^ 
mitted to this department with the Government letter No. 739 of the 14th 
idem, laid before Government the correspondence which has previously taken 
p1ac6 on the subject of this Surinjam, as also the ultimate decision of the Honors 
able the Court of Dii'ectorft, conveyed in pai-agrapli 52 of tlicir political 
despatch Wo. 15 dated the 22iiri May 1849. 

3. Rnheernut Beebee died on the 1st of September 1829, and the Surin¬ 
jam held by Iier lapsed to Government from that date, h was, however, 
erroneoualy attached oa intestate property by the Poona Adawlut, which Court 
held the management of it from the 1st September 1829 up to the 17th of' 
December 1845, when the Suriujara wae made over to the charge of the 
Collector of Poona* 

4. The accompanying four statements, marked A, B, C, and D, have been 
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prepared from Murathee (lecuraentfl received from the J udge’s department. The 
statement A shove the proceedi of the garden at Poona durii:;g the yeerw 
IB34, 1935, 1838^ 1640, 1841, 1^842, 1843, 1844, and 1845, ajuounting to 
Hs. 843 5*1; the statement B shove the proceeda of the land at Pahul, 
duriniT the yeai^ 1831, 1838, 1839, 1840, 1841, 1842, 1643, 1844, and 1845, 
amounting to Ra. 999-12-5; the statement C exhibiU the proceeds of the 
private property of the deceased; and the statement D exhibits the dtsburse^ 
merits of the above proceeds. * 

5, It does not clearly appear what sums were disbursed from the proceeds 
of the Snrinjam, and wtmt from the procci^ds of the private property, tmd 
hence the necessity of submitting the statement marked C. 

G. The total pf receij^tii is Ita, 2,445-5-7 (vide statements A, B, and C), 
and the total of djtibursements is Its. 2,441-5-7 (vide statement D), which is 
lesfi than the totui of receipts by Its. 4 only. Tliis dedciency is accounted for 
ill iJie folio wing paragraj^h. 

7. This department lias obtained fium the Adawlut on extract from tlie 
Naxir's day-book, showing tlie receipts and dtsburscmeiits on account of 
Kuheemut Beebcc^s estate. In this extract the bn[ance in the year 1834 is 
shown to be Us, 9, wherea.^, the balance carried Ibrwmd to the next year’s ac¬ 
count (1635) is Its. 5 only, there being thus a deficiency of Its. 4. In 
cxplaimtbn of this, the Nazir of the F^oona Adawlut slates in bis report f>f Ist 
June 1855, tlmt the joui W or daily account for inno months of the year 1834, 
viz. from the 1st of April to Uie Hist of December, is not forthoomieg ; that in 
the years 1833 and 183,5 (vide statement D> certain sums are shown to have 
been disbursed on account of liglUs in the liouses at Poona belonging to the 
deceased; and that it may be iiifeired fiom tills that an item of Rs. 4 must 
have been debited in thejotiinal which is missing. 

8. 1 beg to submit, fur the iutormution of Government, translations of the 
statements of two Kurkoons (dated 3j'd and 4tb September 1866) in regard to 
the Nazir’s accounts for 1834, 

9. It will be obfierved that the proceeds of the garden at Poona have not 
been brought to account in the Nazir's Olficc during the years 1829, J830, 

1831, 1832, 1833, 1838, 1837, and 18;19 (vide atatemeut A). The Nazir, on 
being required to affoid explanation, states (in his rejiort of 6th September 
1865) his inabiftty to trace out the cause of it. 

10. It will be likewise perceived that the proceeds of the land at Pabul 
have not been credited in the Nazir’s accounts during the years 1829, 1830, 

1832, 1833, 1834, 1835, 183G, and 1837 (vide statement B). The manage¬ 
ment of this land was under the immediate superintendence of the MoonsifTa 
Court at Tullegaum. The accounts, of the management of the land, which 
occounte are said to have been forwarded by the Moonfliff to the Judge, are 
reported by the Nazir of the Adawlut (in hia report of 17th November 1655) 
to be not forthcoming. 

11* I have ascertained from the Collector of Poona that the actual value of 
the Snrinjam, on an average of live yeaiV income, from 1846-47 to 1660-51 + 
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incluMve, ammmts to Ro. Sll-fi-ii. Al tUifl valuation, the proceeds of the 
Surinjatm durjn§^ a j>oriod of sixteen ycnrs, three months, and seventeen days, 
from lat September 1829^ the date on which tlie Surlnjam was Attached, 
up to the i7tli of December 1845, when it wau transferred to the charge 
of the CniJeetor of TVjimsij animint to Its, fj,074-15-6, from which dediiet 
Rs. 1,843-1-d, beuig the total of receipts of the Surlnjam as shown in state-* 
merits A and B, and the baJujice is Hs. wliich is not accounted 

for lu the Nazir s ClUice* 

13* Since tlie pi'opcrty wns under the managcnient of the Nazir durhi;^ 
the whijie of lliis period, and since, through tJietr and obvious neglect, if 

not Komothing worse j this iTiont?y hits ln'rvn made away with, I con side r tlmt 
ilia only way to deal with the matter now is to hold the survivors rc^p^lnsibl^l 
ior the derulcaiioti hi proportzoii to tlie period each of thorn bold otiiec, (Vide 
list marked E.^ 

J3k Thai portion of the defnlcatioii which acemed diu'ing the period of 
Uiosf! who are now deceased ninsl, ofcuiirsc, be vvrittcii off 

14. I respectfiiby otfer the above suggestion for the consideratlcm of 
(Jovermucut. 

( have the honour to bi!, 

1 U/t Mtttr/t (Signed^ lb KKAVii, Agent* 


A. 

Sfittcmcid ifj l/tc Pniretd,-i of tfw {hfi-df'/t iff. Poontf^ ftrltt lit Sttrit^uitt htc 

UrnuKMLiT BEani^R, 


*\\t amoiml reuli^cd dni'ingtlic last fo 


Dittij 

ditto 

Ditto 

ditto 

Ditto 

ditto 

niuo 

ditUj 

Ditto 

rlltto 

Ditto 


Ditto 

ditto 

J)ittci 

ditio 

Dim> 

ditto 

Ditto 

ditto 

Ditto 

ditto 

Ditto 

dilUi 

Ditto 

ditto 

Ditto 

ditto 

Ditto 

diMu 

Ditto 

ditto 








months of the year 18C9,* 


4 * V A 


ditto 

1830,- 


■P 4 * « 


ditto 

1831*- 


V- P ■ -f- 


ditto 

1832** 


* * ^ * 


ftluo 

1833*. 


« V ■ « 


ditto 

1K34,, 

125 

0 

0 

ibtfo 

1815* , 

84 

0 

0 

diitf> 



» ■ p « 


ditto 

1837,* 




dilto 

I83H*, 

75 

0 

0 

dittfi 

IH39,. 


h * p ■- 


ditto 

1840*. 

80 

0 

0 

d)ttfi 

J841,. 

85 

0 

0 

ditto 

TH42*. 

UiCy 

0 

0 

ditto 

1843.. 

78 

15 

7 

dttbi 

1844,. 

139 

5 

0 

ditto 

1845,- 

20 

0 

0 


Total .«• * Rfl. 

843 

5 

T 


(Signed) It, KitATfs, Agent, 
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D* 

the Ptocceth of f/w» Landf §^c. nt Pahid^ Jvdd in jSan'jy'flSM hij the 
\nie RuiicExruT Bni^ncE, 

Tonmouiit n-ullzcd dnrinf^ the last Ihiir nionths of the year 1829». 


Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

18:59.. 


•■■■■■ 


Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

]8:u.. 

33 

9 

f 

DUlfi 

ditto 

ditto 

1832.- 


m ^ m 


Ditto 

ditto 

ditt<i 

1833.. 


•p « *■ 


Ditto 

dittf^ 

ditto 

1834.. 


■h + C 


Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1835.. 


* * 


Ditt{> 

ditto 

rlifto 

JKiG., 


■■ •■ •■ 


Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1837,. 


* 9 W 


Oirto 

tliUo 

ditto 

18:58., 

105 

14 

■> 

JU 

Ditto 

ditto 

dlitf) 

1839.. 


0 

0 

Ditto 

(lith) 

ditto 

1840,* 

149 

4 

0 

Ditto 

dithi 

ilitto 

1841.. 

150 

9 

0 

Dl ttfk 

lilt to 

ditto 

1842.. 

135 

H 

0 

Ditto 

dittii 

llltto 

•1 •«■ 

114 

8 

0 

Ditto 

ililto 

<lilt{> 

1R44.. 

90 

TO 

3 

Ditto 

dilLo 



139 

0 

9 


TohiL-990 12 5 


(t^il^liod) K. Kj-AVi^, AgOilt, 



Siatmn.eni of Receipts of the PrlecUe Properit/ hchtujloij to the tale RejititiMtiT 

REKJiKE, 


To nmouiit In hy the sale of bullocks .*..**.. Us. 12 7 0 


DitU> 

ditto 

Ditto 

ditto 

Ditto 

ditio 

Ditto 

ditto 

Ditto 

ditto 

Ditto 

ditto 

Ditto 

ditto 


houses In Pooha 


ditto 

ill 184on uccouut c 
1842, ditto 

1846, ditto 

1847, ditto 

1848, ditto 

1849, on account 


iti 1838.. 

16 

0 

4 

lOUsU’Tent, 

48 

0 

0 

ditto.. 

9 

S 

0 

ditto.. 

65 

14 

6 

ditto.. 

71 

11 

3 

ditto.« 

40 

7 

3 

f gale of 

37 

4 

0 

Total * *. * 

Rs. 603 

4 

1 


(Signed) B, Keavh, Agent 
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St&tfimmt of Dhtbursement of iM Proceeds of iho Land^ ^c. at Pnhtdf aad of 
the Qatdon at Poonaj held in Sitrijyara hy (As hile JirfiEEMtiT BeedeRj 
mtd pf th/; Prmrfp Propf^rty which Mirtyed tu her, 

ftnouunt disbiir^GjI in tlie year ]H30^nn account of In (lie 


Jiousci;^ at Pouiia ..Bs. 4 4 0 

Ditto ditto in 183 tiitto .... 0 o 

Dttt<j diLLo dittei . *. P *.*.. 7 (j 

Ditto ditto 1833, ditlij.. 3 0 0 

Ditto dilU} ditto .... Tj. Id 

Ditto ditto ditto ,,, p .. 4 (j ti 

Pftifl hi the year JW38, 

Tn V'Essajec Uiiini'liiuidcr, MooLlitijir of Zoolfiicar 

Alice,.,- ...IN. 217 3 fl 

To Jidioiin^rs employed in llm gardon land at Dabul 1/* 12 0 
To liLbouier for Liii]^iii^ cliilliE^ii for sale< •«.*.».*» 0 5 0 


——~ 233 :i f> 

Pf.th.1 in the year liS42. 

To Giin^ridliur Sndn^iew V'nkocI IN. 191 8 [) 

'fo jVniidriini Kaik fJowndia?, Ibr IjuiMiii^ u gutter 

in front of Uic‘hoUficP. P *. P ... 'A\ 2 7 

For ttmiin^' tile^ p ^ p 1 o 7 0 

- 241 1 7 

JW hi theymr 1843. 

For cutting down pi^ekly-jxws, whiHi hud j^roivn 

on tlif^lund,., f p -.. -..... IN. 2 d 

Jo this year a (‘ertnin suni of money on ac-cuiint of 
inti;stat(i property was paid into tfu> treiisniy of 
the (JoUeetm of Founflj and Ifs, 12-lo-dj which 
tbruicd a jmrtion of the pmcceds of ilic lanii u1 
Fuliiil, and whidi was by mi slake credited hi tho 
aeeoimU of the Na:dr of IV>oiiii to tJje head of in- 
icslale propel ly^ instond of to the hfad of the 
d(."ceased Unlinnmnt Drchee, or J > tlinse of her 
Jieivs, were also paid into the ticasury along v\jtli 


the above sum . «... ^,., -.. i 2 J 5 0 

-- Ih S (J 

Paid irt the year 1H44. 

To Bam chnndcr Cliintamu 11 Fut will'd him Vu keel 193 8 0 


In 1845 thelandf at Fabul was iaitned out for Its. IDClj^ouf-of 
w'hicli INp 78-8-0' wTierct^civtstl by the Mnoiisiff of TnlL'iriiuiii^ 
ami the coUcLdionaf the remainder^ IN, 52-was assigned 















APrENUlX R. 


ti> tim Miinilut^iBr^ wlioii tlia Jand, wa^ iimtfc; avirr to tiis 

i p *.... *. * ... Hiip 52 8 0 

Pftid 7a the yttoi^ 1848. 

Tfj Iltdayud Beebec, wife of Uniroodetn, aii<i f^Qur- 
dhiii of Mynodfjon and Jninmoodeen* ***.... 420 4 0 

To IJidaycid IJccljce, i^nardiHo of Mynodecn uod 

Ijiminonffeeii .. 240 0 D 

I'o Myiiodiscn and TtnainocKlison, limrs of Uinioo- 

dcun, h<rif ol' Kuliocmut lietibce .. 40 7 0 

- 700 Jl f> 

l^oiil in tJxo yi'xii 1840 fo Mynodccii f 4 *.»-p*--p-p- 4 -#*«PP«P- 070 0 0 

Tokul..*p ttsp 2,441 5 7 

(Si[led) K, KtAVS, Agent. 


TrutL<:IfUioti of ihc Stftiemtid of Dajks VtiTiPi- Kitlw^mjav^ (t/tlrd 3tff 

1855. 


f II anHwr.r to a put to luc, I beg to slate that I have Ijcen a Karkorm 

iu llic .hitlire'A OlHuc hiinee the yt^^vr 1831. I [lave swerved in the IVaiii's Oflieo 
inT somti yeiirs. rJovmd liao Jynirn was Acting NazJr till the end of March 
1834, and on the 1st April followitig Mr. Forjett became Naziv. From that 
time ho kept the cash accounts in hit^ own haiidwi'itmg in KtiglUh, and during 
the time lie lield the oKice he wTote ali accounts in English with liifi own 
liamL I do not know where tlmj^o aceuunt books now' are. f do not now 
jMii'fcctly rccolletd whether in Ins time accounts w^ere kept in Hilurathee or not, 
J was a Eiirhoon in the Olhtic froni; the conunencement U[i to tlie close 

oflVfi'. Torjett's adndnistraiion, and hence iny knowledge of the said accoiints. 


—Dnlcil as above. 


fl?igncd) 

ty 


rfiuc ti'iUislution) 


Bajeb Vm’oip KutiWudaVp 
SoOASt^.N UR AO V'lSJI WAN ATlf, 

Acting N astir. 


(i'lgnctl) K, KkAys, Agent* 


TVansldtion of ike SiL*emeitt ff EaCpHO nniKAJi^c,. Karhootif ayed 

yearFf du-tad Ath September 1856. 

In reply to a question put to mCj 1 beg to state that 1 tliink that in tfic^ 
year 1834 Govind Kao Jyrum was Ac dug Nastir for some month?, and after¬ 
wards Mr, Foijett waf^ Wuzir for some time* 1 do not at present recollect 
how many motifhs each of them held the otike. During tlie administratifni 
of Mr* Forjetb account wens 1 thiuk, kc|>t by Ixiiu in Engliab, but I do 
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not perfectly recolLcct thiu* From the yeer I have been employed a» a 
(lovemment Karkoon in the NttKir's Odice^ and before tlmt year i waa paid 
out fif battaj &c. for about ftire or aeven years* I think tliat Mr* Forjett used 
to keep accounts in HngUeh* t do not exactly recollect thia, owing' Co Che 
length of time which has elapsedas above* 

(Signed) F\guo Dilikajee, Karkooii. 

,, Si3JiANUNi>nAJO VisjiwANATiij Acting 

(True trail slutioii) 

(Signed) H* KiiAVf^i Agent* 


fi* 

Liai it/toinni!/ £ltc Names 0 / the Iitiflelduals wfw held Uie Office. Gf Nazir of the 
PiHttta Adawlatfrom \st September to 17(A December 1845; alfo the 
jferi.od duruip wkiek meh held Offi/ce^ and ike proportion of y/231 -14-0 
which fnth to the &hiirc of each* 


1, Kamel I under Slireeiiiiigjee (dead )* 
2* Gunchli Kriblin (alive) .■*<«#« - 

3, Shrecdliur Lukshomnun (Hotid) * * 

4. B»l.j cc Kriisbn Fatuk (not known 

where lie liii) 

5* Neelkunt Itao Visiinw (alive) ,* 
b* Ciovind Kao Jymiii (dertri) *. i <, • 

7. Mr. C. Forjett(alive). 

8* Ncdkimt Kao Viiihuoo (alive),* 
0. Pootlajee Ramehundcr (alive),. 

4 

10. GopinatK Rughoonath (alive) «■ 

11. B^upjee Framjee (alive) ****** 


From 1st September 1820 to 24tli 
June 1830, Its. lril-f>-0. 

From 25th June 1830 to 30th Sep¬ 
tember 1830, Rs* 63-3-11. 

From 1st Oetoher 1830 to lOtli 
vember 1832, Rs. 422-2-11. 

From 17th November 1832 to 25tli 
January 1833, Kh. 3H4)-C!. 

From 3(ith January 1833 to 4lh 
Miirt’h 1833, Ka. 20-10-4. 
Fiom5tli Mai-elil833 to 31 si March 
183-1, Kb. 212-15-11. 

From 1st j\pril 1834 to 3Ut March 
ia'l5, Rs. lG8-v5-2. 

From IbI April 1835 to 30tli June 

1841, Ks. 1,239-0-7* 

From list July 1841 to 23nl April 

1842, Hh. lGl-G-0- 

From 24th AprM 1842 to 2lBt July 

1843, iCg. 24640-11. 

From 22nd July 1843 to 25tU June 

1044, Bs. 184-3^2, 
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12* Gopinatli liHgiMiniialli (ulivc)<. 
113* lluzuJiiJcc I'ruinjcc (aJivt') 


From 2(jth June 1844 to 5tli Octo¬ 
ber 1844, Rs, 55-fi-9* 

From 6tli October 1844 u> I7t[i 
DccGiiibcr 1845^ Rti* 237-15-10, 

(Esi^ied) K. KuxvHj A^ut* 


lii^alalitui fif Gna^^Wfii^itl uadiT dati^ 20fA March 

Uekolvkd, —Tbo Ityit ] Ifitiiirablc the Gov'emor in Council consiidci's tliiri 
MtutomeiU to l>e most unwilisiiictory. U cannot be doubted that a robbery 
lias (iccii comniitlA?d, and that to Ji^^aid tlicse proem!in^ as cmcles^+nes* 
would I Mi a uiirtapjili^^ntioti of terms. Accounts orUm receipts of several years 
are missing, and tbo disbui'seincuts appear to tiie Higbt Jlun{>r:d)[c the Go¬ 
vernor in Council Ln di^mmid iniidi ex|ilumitum. In J838, 1842, and IH44 
Klims ainoiintiri”: aito^eUicr to abmit Jls. BOd were paid to ^^lke^is* Why 
wore these aiiiiis p:iid V ALjain, in 1848 and 184*\ tipwaitls of Us. l^tJOO won? 
paid to the heirs of Umroodf'Oii, the heir of llulieonmt lieebm Tliis done, 
ja-obaldy, in virtue of Mr, Ui-own's ordcr^ wliicli oi-tler was, as pointed out by 
(Captain Cow[ier in the fltli and JtHii paragraphs of Ids report of the 7tJi 
hVhmai y, No. 15U of 1H55, in direct viuLition of a specific ouiidition jn Mr* 
XVaixleii’s previous instructions. It is quite unpossiblc that Mr, jbown should 
Imc irtsued this urtlcr, if Mr* Wavdci/s ]ircviajis dhx'ctions bad been brought 
to his notice. This is a common s[icc)es of fniod, and one which should lie 
cheeked by u severe, example. The Ai^cnt Khnitid, tlnireftjtt^ report who were. 
tifc Esnboi’tlinute or snbordtiiatcsjii whose duty it was to brlnuf Mr, Wiirdeifs 
order prominently to the notice of ATr. Jb'own, He f^htmld also explain vvliy 
tliG payments ill hided to above vverf^ made to the Viikeob, 

A eojiyof Mr. Keays^ report, with the aeecunpauyii])^ stiLljcments ami this 
resolution, t^botdd alsi> fonvar<led to (’’aptain Cow per, with n rn(|iiosl that 
he will favour (lovcrmnelit with any furtlKT remarks which a jiciwsai of the 
eorrespumicnee may to him. 

No. ],'3I7 ov ]85li* 


PoIJTH'AL DliPAllTMlaNT* 

To Captain T. A. (^owceRj 

Ilium CommissionerNorthern Divifiion. 

SiRj-—With reference to your lolUsr No, 159 datf:d the; 7th ultimo, lejlbrt- 
tim misftppropHittioii nf Uic proceeds of ijm Sui'injum entered au Wo* I of 
List 4 of the revis<sd lists, of 1847, held by the late Kulieeniut Beebce, aftt‘r its 
hipsc to Governmenb I uui fiii'ected by thc.Uight IfonorabLe ihe Govemor in 
Council to traq&uait to you to[iy of a letter trom Mr* Keays, A^ent foi' 




A 1 >P£ND 1 X n. ^ 15 

Sir<lar?i in ttic iJflCParij tlit^ 1 Itli itUimo, anti t>f‘a rtieointlori tbcrcoiii {lossctl 
by CJovernmciit imiler dale the 20t!i of the same inunll). 

1 liave the honour to ho, &c, 

(Signed) IL L. Akdebso!^, ^ 
HiiwhfT^ lird April IH/iQ. Sccretai-y to GovenuiiOJitp 


No. 318 OP IHoG. 


POLTTECAL DliPArTTtfnNT. 

I'l'oni C'aplain T, A- GowrjiHj 

In am Commissioner Northern Division, 

To ILL. Anpphson, ISst]., 

Setirctai y to Cjovcrn merit, Bunihay^ 

D/dcd A^fril 18oG. 

Si IT,—As direrted in the rpsohition, a onpy of whmh acroiiipunled your 
lettri- No. Ihl7 of tlic 3nil iiislniiL I have the honour tci state tiiat iJio whole 
tiise thenipii rrlrrml to vvill, 1 believe, be found, on thomngh investigation, to 
hf‘ one of preincilitated fhliul and robbei'v, whieJi havo prevailed to a most 
wei'iotift exteni in the (>ni(]e cif the Na/ir of the Pooini Artavvlut during yeaiy jiHst. 

2. When Mr. Lefieyt was .Tndge and Agent, 1 spoke hi him about ilic 
Siiiinjam rcgiu'ding wlneli tlio present inqniiy has been made, and he tlien 
informed me Ihat the aceoimtfi of the Nazir’s Ofke had been found in a 
stjite (dearly indifating previous embeic:deiii('nt of public money, probably ix> a 
lai'ge amonnt. 

From thiaj from the circumstanreii winch have transpined m tlin present 
case; ami from much that I Jmvc hmrd in Foona during Ihe lust thirteen years, 
I believe it csHentially necesijary Ibr the protection of the pablio that the 
Naitir’w ope rations slnmhl be subject to rules, siipei'vision, and j period ieat 
check, i%li[ch, in so ftiriifj I am aware, even now aie eitlier alfogetlier ivanting 
or very iinpci I'cct. 

J have the bont^nr to be, A:c. 

(Signed) T, A. Cow run, Captain, 

Inam Commis^isloner Northern Division. 


No. 31G2 OF 1B56. 

PoL 1TH;AL DcrAHTMEST. 

^ To C. M. HAnaiEiON, Esq., 

Acting Judge of Poona, and Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan. 

Siiij—WJtli rcfcrencti to my letter No. 151G dated the 3rd ultimo, relative 
to . the mbappropriatigu of the proceeds of thg Sunnjani held in the Poona 
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rollcctorate by the Jate Ruliocmut Beebce, and entered m No* I of I.Sst 4 of 
the revised liriU of 1H47, ! am dirct^ted by the Jtight Honoiablc the GoveniOP 
in Courioil ti} transmit to you co[jy of a further rejmrt from Captalti (’owper, 
No^ daled the 25th ultimo, and to iufarm you that Goverumeut awailH 
from you, after the inatilutiotk of a most searching inquiry, a full report oJ'tlie 
frsLudri therein alluded to pmctbcct intliGolhce of the Nazir of the Pooim 
AilawluL 

1 have tW honour to bo, &c. 

{Signed) H* L, Andkkson, 

Jfoifihdy CtutltfiUh Mftij 1S513* Secietniy Lo f iovenimonl. 


Nu 139 OF IHM. 


PoLlTrcAL Dkpahtmkst* 


Frimi C* M* llArtiiTPON, Ksq., 

Aofiug Agent for Sirdars in the Deceiiri, 
To n. h* Akduuhon, Fstp, 

Scei'efciiy to (iovemauint, Tlombiiy. 


—ITiidei the instruotiotiti contained in the rot^^duLioii of (hu^eiiime^jit 
jtassed under date iht^ 20lh Miurli lant, and received with your letter No* Jolii 
of the 3rd iiltiiiiu, 1 have tlic honour to oxplam that Nmvah Zuolfu-ar Alice 
having filed a unit against Uinroodecn for Us. 9,975, i‘egjir(iiiig the tibde of 
llitj lute UuheiHunt UeehcB ^attached on her fieath in IW39 ok iute»tate pi {qjcu‘- 
ty), uud ubtaiiiitl deerees in hisi favour hoth in the original uitcl appeal Zllluh 
Gonrts, Hs. 217-2-9, tWmi the proccerls of the garden, kv, were, tnniitr these 
ih^eines, paid to ids Moi>khtiar or lu-crotUted Agent in 1H3H. (V idesmieinent 
I), aeciinipanyiiit; Mr. Keays’ InfUtr toGovti'miie]it,No. 97 ofl 1 Lh Miihdt 
2* UniretHleeu detended these suits os a pan [Mir, ami having suhse{|nent!y 
made (l special appeid Ui the Sndder Dewanec Ad aw hit, and the decrees of 
tlie lower Courts Jiaving been reversed, lie was tlwreatler deelared to he the 
heir of Itnheomut PiM'btie, andtlie items <d'Rs* 191-M-9 ami Us. ]93-d-(), the 
htrnicr in IH l J uud the hitter in 1844, were jinid on tieennnt of fees due to the 
Viikeels employed by him lunl by Nuwab Zoolfi^iar Allee in that Comt. 
atatenient D mentioned above,) 

3* Mr* Wurdeifs older regard iug the Surinjam was, thave the himonr 
to state, 1mmgld pToruineutly to notice in the Na;/.ii 's rcpi^rt dated the 7lb 
July IX4H, and it was the duly of the then Shei istedur, Gunputiao Dhonden, 
(since dead) to read and e^plain this to Mr* Bjtnvn* 

1 have tlm honour to he, See* 

(Signed) C. M* IlAnaiBOw, Acting Agent 
A^tnfs Ofjtr^, 2nd May 

(True copy) 

(Signed) IL L. Andj^ksoni Secretary to Gpycn>mcnt* 
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No* 2332 or 185C, 


Political Dhpartmbwt* 

From IL L* AmdersoNi Eiiqpj 

Secretary to Government, noenbay, 

Tu Captain T* A. Cowpkr, 

Sp cclal OominiBsioiicr^ in charge of Alienation Department. 

JJaUd 12 M May 183 G. 

StR,—With reference to my letter Ko. 1517 dated the 3rd nltiiuot relative 
to the misappropriation of the proceeds of the Sarinjam entered as No. 1 of 
List 4 of the revised lists of 1847^ held by the late Ruheemnt Beebee, after its 
lapse to Government, I am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in 
Council to transmit, for any remarks which you may wish to offer thereon, 
copy of a communication from tlie Acting Agent for Birdars in tlie Deccan, 
No. 139 dated tlie 2ad instant, submitting his e^fpLoiiation on (lie points 
called (or in the Government resolution dated the 20t]) ultimo* 

J have the honour to be, 

(Signed) IL L* Anoersom, 

Bombay Cusile^ l2tA 185fi. Secretary ta Oovernmeut. 


No. 1117 OF 


PotiTiOAL Department* 


From Captain T* A* Cowper, 

OtBciating Special Commissioner, 


To II* L. Anderson, Esq*, 

Secretary to Government, Bombay* 


Dated Bombay, Gf/i June 1866* 

Sir,—111 acknowledging the receipt of your letter No. 2332 dated the 12th 
ultimo, 1 have the honour to state, that from inquiriefi since made 1 am Jed to 
recommend that the Agent should be desired to submit a compUU hiatory of 
the estate of Ruheemut Beebee, from the date of its first attachment to that of 
its beii^ at last paid away to persons who certainly had no right to the Surin- 
jom, and probably as little to the remaining portion, cxplaming at tlie some 
time the exact nature and amount of the propierty attached; the measures adopt'- 
ed for its securily or recognition during the series of yean it remained under 
attachment; aW complainta received during the period, together with (he 
3 r 
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m^ner in whicli they were diaposed of ; iLud the property which eventually 
was made over to thouc who obtained decreea or orders^ 

'J, Were complete tiiformation on tliese miii all other points connected 
with til Jit ca*c before Governtpent, it would, I believe, satisfy tliem of the 
n{!cc&stty of I'crurmini^ a system admittiiijir of great abuses, while it would, at 
the samft time, euggest tlie juquiiy why it has been left to me to point out all 
this, and why the responsible* ofTicei in charge of the records, and having 
authority over ail the Bubondinatcis concerned, did not do bo when desired by 
Govemmcxit iu the tiist instance to inquiie (carefully into the cobl^ 

1 have tlie honour to be, 

(Signed) T* A* Cowpun, Captain, 

Otticiaiing Sjiccial CommiBsioiier. 
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No, 501 OF 1654. 


Prom Captain T, A. Cowpeh, 

luam Commi»BloncT, 


Political Department, 


To 11, Jj, Anderson, Esq*, 

Secretary 1o Government, Bombay. 

ut PooMcit the 27tk September 1954, 

Sin,—T Jiavc llie honour to report upon the Surinjams entcretl in the 
revised lisla as Nos. 25 and 2(5 of Class Ill.; the former in the names of 
“Rhewrabaec, mother, and WHiabaee, wife, of Bunnajec llolkar,’’ and 
shown to consist of the villagna of Moongco and Ycllee, in the Ahmcd- 
jiiiggur Collcclorato, of the estimated value of Rs. 6G7-9-0 ; and the latter 
in the names of “Sngalmec, mother, and Oodabace, wife, of Bupoojoo 
IToJkar,” and shown to consist of the same villages as those composing 
Siirinjam No. 25. 

2. Up id the close of the Peshwa^s Goveromenr, Moongec and Yellce, 
and n number of other villages, composing oiio-half of the Furguna of 
Shewgaum, were held by Holkar. 

Moongcii and Ycllee, and all other possessions ofTTolkar In the 
Ahmednaggur Collecioratc, wore ceded to the British Government by 
the Treaty of the Gth January 18]9. 

4, Subsequently to the Treaty, sundry claims were preferred by 
Holkar^s Government, f;ome of wbioli were, as a matter of grace and 
not of right, admilted ; and among them were those of the dependents 
of Holkar, by whom many villages ceded by the Treaty had been previ¬ 
ously heltb—Moongee and Yellec being among these villages* 

5. These villages were eventually disposed of under rules framed 
by the Deccan Commissioner, Mr. Chaplin, whose decisions, embodied 
in a statement which accompanied his letter No. C, of the 2nd February 
1821, were confirnacd by the Bombay Government in their Political 
Secretary's letter No, 146, of the Jj^lh February 1821. In tlie statement 

submitted by Mr. Chaplin, Ycllee and Moon gee were entered as villages 
U 
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held m “Sounsar Bugrnce,'* and to be continued fur life to 

^*BapoojpG Holkar/* 

6. The tuIg under which Moongec and Yellec were at the introduc¬ 
tion of llic liritiflh Goverotnetit continued^ aa explained in the Inst 
paragraph, Uf+a life-holding, to BapoojfG Ilolkar^ isbdow transcribed :— 

“ C. Grants in Sounsar Begmeo, Acc. to persons of the AptmundulGc 
to be held fiu life only, although they may be expressed in the Sunud 
aa perpetual; and if not so expresserT, to be resumed at once, unless 
they should already luivu dirseended beyond Ihe original grantee, in 
which case they will be admiLLed for Life.** 

7. The terms upon which the restoraiion or continuance of these 
grams had been sanctioned hy the GovcrntirGciufral were thus described 
in llic 12lli panigraph of Mr. Cliuplin^s letter of the 23rd July 1820 to 
the Eombny Govcrnmeni:— 

19, It has already been determined by the GovcTnor General, 
tbnl all grants to be eonilnucd should be held cxeluslvcly of us, and 
in all roJipccts on the same fooling as other grants of the same do- 
scnption made by ouri^elves ; it will, therefore, be proper to grant new 
Ellin uda with lliese sti pula lions lo each person.” 

S, That these grants, in regard lo which final decisions had thus 
been passed, were viewed as wlioily distinct and separate from the 
fSiirinjams hedd from the Peshwa, in regard lo llio continuance of 
which no decisions had been passed, is shown by their not having 
been included in the General Register of Personal Jaghcers forwarded 
to the Bombay Governinoiit with Mr. Chaplinas leilcr No. J.21, of the 
SPth Oclobcr 1822. 

On the 31st October 1H27, the Collector of Ahmednuggur made 
the following report lo Government i— 

1 liave the liononr lo report the death on the SDth July of Bun- 
najee wtjlud 8hctecajee Ilolluir, who enjoyed, as life-gram, half of 
the Jagliocr Urmil or share of the revenue of Ihe Kusba of Moongee 
and of the villai^c of Ye Hot?, in Purguna Shewganm, the other half 
b(Mng similarly assigned to his cousinj who still enjoys jl 

‘*2* The Tunka of the Jagliccr share of revenue in queadon is 
Rs. 4,412-1-09, half of whieh lias thus lapsed; the exact amount of 
rcallKablc revenue, however,is not to be found on my record^^* 

“3. Deceased has left a mother and wife, who are dependent on 
the consideration of Government for ihcir decent maintenanee, and 
fur which such provision is required as the Honorable the Governor 
in Council may think proper.” 

10. The Government reply was conveyed In their Revenue Secretary’s 
letter No. 2173, of the 15lh November following, below transcribed. 
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I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated llie 
31et ultimop reporting the death of Ounnajee wulnd Shetccajee TIol- 
kar^p and to inform you that the Honorable the Governor in Council 
3S pleased to grant the value of onc-fuiirth of the lapsed amount of 
the Jaghecr Umul to the mother, and one-fourth to ihe wife of the 
doceasedp during their respcciive lives, 

“ 2. You will be pleaaed to report the amount to be disbursed un¬ 
der ihia arrangement.^’ 

11. The information called for in the 9od paragraph of the Revenue 
Secretary's letter r|uotcd in the last paragraph docs not Appear, the 
Collector of Ahrncdriuggur has informed me (in Icllor No. 5:^0, of the 
23rd May 1854), to have been furnished to Governments 

12. On the yilh November IH33, the Col lector of Ahmednuggur 
made the following report to Oovcriimcnt;—- 


" With reference to the correspondence noted Jn the margin^ I 


C^^tle^tnlrto Scoretnry 
Ut Gi>vtriiinOTttp^ Oftobisr 

^11 at I HlV' t’liief Skmu- 
tetry'if. Icttt^r tu Cdtlfetnrp 
15th Noi'tJmher 


have the honour to iiifonn you of the death on the 
30lh September of Bapoojee wufud Tooljajce 
flolkar, who enjoyed half of the Jaghcer Umul 
of the villages of Moongcc and Ycliee, in Sbew- 


gatim Purgunn. 


2. The deceased has left a inotlior, narned Sugabnee, and wife, 
Oodabaee, for whom f would beg leave to solicit the same allowance 
lhai was granted to the widow and mother of Bunnnjec Holkar, in 
Mr. Secretary Bax’s I slier of loth November 1827. 

“3. In the case of Bunnajeo Holkar it was decided that this^ 
Jiiglicer is not hereditary, 1 have uotp therefore, noticed the fact of 
Bapoojee having an adopted son and a brother who arc heirs to Ilia 
property.” 


13. The Government reply, conveyed in the Revenue Secretary*,s 
letter No. 21b, of the 25lh January 1833, was aa follows :— 

“I am directed to acknowh;dge the receipt of your letter dated the 
24th November last, reporting the death of Bapoojee wiilud Tooljajee 
Holkar, and to inform you that the Right Honorable the Governor in 
Council is pleased to contiauc a fourth of the lapsed portion of the 
Jaghecr Umul of the villages of Moongce and Ycliee to the mother, 
and an equal portion to the widow, during the lifetime of the parties. 

2. You will he pleased to report the amount which, under these 
instructions, you will have to pay those two persons.” 


14. The information called for in the 2iid paragraph of the Eevenue 
Secretary’s fetter quoted in the last paragraph was furnished by the 
Colleotoi of Ahmednuggur on the 6th June 1333, No. 510, in the follow¬ 
ing terras. 
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I Imvft llio honour to aoknowladgc the receipt of your Idler dnleJ 
2f}\h Jiinuary \nfiij and, in reply to the 3nd paragraph, to state that tho 
nhare of tlie revenues of Moongee and Yellee, which belonged to 
llapoojne wiihtd Tooljajec Holkar, amounted In Faslec 1242 (a* n. 
JS32*33) to Rjt- 7SS-2 cjrs., consequently, a fourth to the mol her will 
be Rs. lf>7-0-c>0 r^., and an equal porllon to the wife wt!l be a similar 
aum, making an aggregate annual! payment of Ks* 394-1 qr»” 

13. Ycllcc and Moongne wore not entered in The liatB of Snrinjams 
projmred in IR34 and IH-I0» They were phown, for the first time, as 
Nos, 23 and 21 of Class til. in the lists prepared In 1344 by lltc Agent 
icir Sirdars, Mr. Warden ; the cntricH arc as follows 
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16. On the revision of Mr- Warden's lists by his successor^ Mr. Brown, Moongee and Vellee were entered as 
Nos. 25 and 26 of Class iri,, as shown below;— 
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17- The revieed lUtii to have been defective in the following 

instances 

IsL —These entries ought not to have been made at all, as there were 
not, and are not any such Burinjams in existence: the Sunnjarns 
Were resumed many years previously, and that which Ifao lists 
describe as two Snrinjams consists in reality of four pensions granted 
on the lapse of the Surinjams. (@cc parngTaplis 10 and 13 of ihis 
letter.) 

2W.^ln eack ease the holding is shown in the revised lists to con- 
fiist of two villages, Ycllcc and hloongcc \ whereas in each case Ihc 
value assigned ought to have been that of one^hulf of the Jugheer 
Umiil only of the two villages. 

2r(L —In t he coin mu of remarks it ia slated,—» By an order of Mr. 
Commissioner Chaplin, dated 2iid l'\'brnary die Soritijam was 

sanctioned in the names of the two ladies” | whereas it has been 
shown in parngraph that Mr. Chajilin^a order cojiimued the Jagheer 
Cmiil of villages to person, J^aptmjee Holkar, and that ihc 
pensions granted lo I he two ladies in each case were not granted 
(see paragraphs 9 to 14) until after the resumption of the Jagliccr 
Umul of the two villages, and were then granted, not by Mr. Chap¬ 
linas order of JH21, but by llic orders of llic Bombay Government of 
1827 and 1H33. 

—In ihe same coliimn it La stated,—*^ The date of original grant 
is taken from a Sunnd in possession of this Stirinjamdar, bearing date 
Suba Teesaiti (a. u, 1796), which confers ibis Surinjam**^ But nmong 
the Mnralhee records received from the Agent, ilierc is not a single 
document lo show Ihfll llie stale intuits of the persons who enjoy tliese 
pensions were ever called for and taken, and no trace of any Suttud 
or copy of el Sunnd can be anywhere disCrOvered. 

mk *—The entry No. 25 in llic revised lists describes Bunnajec 
JIalkar as the original granlec and incumbent, at tlie infrodurtion of 
the British Government, of the Snrinjaiii. But noSiirinjam whatever 
was contmued to Ifolkar by Mr. Chaplin’s order ; BupQojrc 

llolkar waa the person entered (see paragraph 5) in Mr. Chaplin’s 
Blatemcnt as ihe original grantee of both the Jaghect Umuls, and as 
the person to whom, as the holder at the introduction of the Brliisli 
Government, both the Umuls were lo be continued. 

18. Under these eireumf^tanecs, it would appear that these entries 
should not have been made in the revised lists, and that they should 
now be expunged from them. 

19. Government will, probably, not consider it expedient now to 
question the right of the widow and mother of Biinnajee Holkar to the 
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pe^nsions tlicy ilraw* and wliich were granted (see paragraphs 9 to 11) 
by tho order uf the 15th November 1327* 

T have the honour to be, icc. 

(Signed) T. A* Cowtkr, Captain, 

Inam Commisaioner* 


No. 4427 OP 1854 . 

Political Dispartment* 

To Captain T. A* CowpeEj 

Inatn Commissioner. 

gifij—X am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Coun¬ 
cil to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 501, dated the 27lh 
ultimo, and, in reply, to inform you that orders will this day be issued 
to llic Agent for Sirdars in the Deecan to expunge the two entries 
Nos* 25 and 2G in Class ID. of Ihe revised Surinjam Ibts, as they arc 
])TOved by your report not to be SurJnjams, but pensions granted on the 
lapse of Surlnjams, 

2. It is presumed that the villages of Moongee and Yellce arc not 
now held by the mothers and wives of 13apoojoc and Bunnajee Uoikarf 
but that money ]Uiyincn(s <mly arc made to them* The Ctdiector of 
Ahmednuggnr has, however, been requested to report on this point, and 
to slate spceificaliy how much is paid to ibe mother and widow of 
Bunnujee llolkar, as required in the 2iid paragraph of Government 
Seller No, 2l7il, dated the 15th November 1027. 

5* His Ijordsliip in Council concurs in the view expressed in the 
last paragrn|>li of your letter, that it would not be expedient now to 
inlerferc wilh the pension of the widow and molltcrof Bnnnajee llolkar, 
nlthoiigh it may have been granted through error; the only Surinjamdar 
being Bupooji'i' Holkar. 

1 liavc the honour to bo, A:c, 

(Signed) H. L. Ar4Di:nsoN, 
Secretary to Governmeat. 

Ihtntbai/ Caath'f 14/^t Oifobfr 1851. 


Ej:trizcl Paragraph 18 from a Dva patch froui Ike Honorable the Court 
of DiVre/orff, thutd ific 12?A December^ No. 27 of 1855. 

Para. 18. The statement in the revised lists respecting these hold¬ 
ings is shown to he JlFigrantly and carelessly incorrect, and j^ruves with 
how lUUo care and circumspection Messrs. Warden and Brown per- 
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formvtl ilic important duty of proparlitg [hfse But Uic orders in 

tho Revenue DepartiOGnt dated the 30tU of Octohet 1&37} grantiog pen¬ 
sions to the widow and mother of Bunnajeo Kolbir» might hate been 
esrpEjoit. The words-were,—” Tho Governor in Council isplcaa- 
fd to grunt the value of one-fourih of tlic lapsed amomit to the mother, 
and one-fourth to tho wife’’; and the Collector of Abnicdnuggur^ wlio 
Rccins not to have understood that a money grant was intended, left 
the ladies iu possession of the Utnul itself (reduced, we hopcj to one-' 
half, as ‘directed,) which In the case of one of tW^iwo villages, 
MoongeCj they s^lill poaaaes, Tho other village, Yellc^ having been 
resuived in 183(5, a money equivalent is paid to the ^Lcs for their 
shfiire in its revcuucN, 
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No. aSG OF 135a. 

Political Di.rAfiruuxT. 

To \y. Haiuc Es!(|.j 

fnuiii CoinniifiMii>nc^r. 

f^iES,— VVith rofvrtsncr Ici entry No. 27 of fllnss F, oi'tln' rcviscil f!n ■ 
Vol, TT, of lf^i7 (uili: I Jim dhooitd hy tfn: flifjliL Ifonov- 

!il>li; llie Ciovcriior jii t\uiiiril to Iransmil fo you 
an c?cTrH"trt parii^^^rapTi 1;> iVoni a ilpppalcli front 
Lliii JIonoraMcr tlici Coiirl i>f DireclorfJj i\u. 
<lrifoil the Gnl Novemhor laslj t<i^cilicr wilii ihc: 
jiroect'tlin^'jf in onf][iiial (to ho rt'tnmod with your 
re|i!y) luiloil in llie innv^hn, tmd io roi^tioisi yun 
wjII vc'^ioTl w!iolIu:5r ihe vllhi^o of ShcrUHtloo was 
fnma jitlfi tiled m t iio year 1717 U> I lie gfenU^rrcat’^rundfalhei' of iho 
late jSaojec Unu NiiubalLiir. 

1 liiivo the Uonout lo be, &.e^ 
(f^tgiied) A l\[Arn:T, 

Chief St^crelnn'* 

FiifmbiTi/ Ciisth^j 27Ih Jaitimrt/ 1^53. 


tu 1 n. 

ViiL il. uf t^vj 
I I tCJ ] SS I. 

No, tail tif l?'i"Hri. 
}}ino 

Initio 1.7a 

'I'hio (iunrhc^l A im^l 
Lf, rhHgik^'-s of 

[1 r; ‘[N 'h 'll I rt ^ J'or l-l 11' ^ f Jil'-s 
1^ Jli lOtit 1:^ Et^. 


Exifael Par^i^yaph 15 from a Dch'pnli'ft fyom th^ Tfoiior/ihfti t/ic Court 

a/ IJii i'CUfrSf dalM Ihu Grrf Nuvvmbury JVh, G5 of lHo2. 

Pnrn, 15. In consideration of Mankojec^s adoption Uaving talrcn place 

In tlic lime of tlic Pcsliwa^ you recommend tiic 
continuance to btin of the SurinjaiTt of his adop¬ 
tive fatlicr. Wo cannot consent to this recom¬ 
mendation in ita full extentf but ns the adojition 
tvaft recognised at the time by the Peshwa’s Go¬ 
vernment, we are willing that the viltoge of Sherusnee (wliicb waa hold 
aniciior to 1751) ^should be continued to Mankojee on hereditary tenure, 

1 T 


PiirtlicT report on tlte 
np|]li{jntiu9}: of Mitukojec, 
BiioptcJ Bon of tlic Lito 
Sbojcc Rno Nimliilkiir^ for 
tho cmtliuiiaticu uf Liui 
SurLuJiiUj. 



2 


APrEWmx T- 


willi fluch ndiliiional pecuniary allownnccj for lift* only, as will inalcc 
Tip his income lo liulf the value of the Suiinjam of Saojee Rao. 


Nt>, 123 OF 1853. 

From Captain T, A, CtHVrEJii 

Assistant Tnam Commissioner^ 

To W. 11 ART, 

liiaiu Commissiooer 

Dated Pooufti iC}th Mai'ch 1853. 

Hirtj^T have the honour, \n reply to yonr letter No. 10^17, of the 5lh 
juslniLtj to slate that tlio fllof^laico, Siinlcshmoolieo, and roujdarcu 
Umnis of the villajjis of Siicrusncf, in the Poona Colkctorate, were in 
A. D. 1713-11 a?si^^nc(l in miflfarff Stirlfijant for llic inairilcnaiieo of Iho 
troops Po^acho JJt-gmccs) eummancletl by Darkojee Nim- 

balkiir. 

2. The Siinud making the aliove asBignmcnt i? tegistcred in the State 
diary under date the 2Di]i of Rubee*aol-Awul of the above year, Arbn 
Arbatrt (a. d. 17 13-41). 

3* There arc many acconnla forLhcoiningi the ialcst botn^ one for 
IChniTins Aslinr Myatatit d. 1314*15), and all show that this ^rant 
continued in force os a mifttan/ mr, Darkujcc Niinbalkur being shown 
as the commanJcT of the troops np lo a, \k ISOo-Ob, am] from that year 
the name of Baojec NUnbalknr being enicted. 

4. ft will be well bore to specify ilm value of the village, and of each 
of the Uinnls whieli eompoflcd the total revenm', and out of which UmuU 
threcj as above stated, were from first to blit assigned for the rnainten- 
atice of the troops commaudetl by the NiiiibiilkiTr. In all tire Peahwa^fi 
records Ute *‘Tunka” valuation is the one shown, and is as follows:— 

Moglalce Umul ..... Rs. 215 0 0 

Surdcsiiinookee ditto ......................... 43 0 0 

Fonjdaree ditto ...... ................... 2G 12 0 

Bablcc ditto .. 107 8 0 

Sahotra ditto ..... 12 8 0 

Moka&sa ditlo ..^. 107 8 0 

Nimebowtaioe ditto in two Eliares, each of Ru¬ 
pees 13-5*0 ... 26 12 0 

Total.. .,Rs. 039 0 0 

5. The Babice and Sabotra Uinuls arc entered in all fortliegming 
accounts as aliciiaicd lo tl(c Punt Suchew, 
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G. With regard ta the Mokassa and Nimchowlaieo Umula, there is 
sack e^nfusion in the accounts of the latfs Government, and this can- 
fusion has been so increased by mistakes which have been made since 
the introduction of the British Government, that it is impassibie to as¬ 
certain to whom they properly belong, without a complete inquiry, and 
without calling upon all claimants to produce whatever proof they may 
possess in support of a lillc. 

7. Under no circuinstances, however, can the Nimhalkur claim the 
Mokassa or Nimchowlalee on hereditary tenure, as it is clearly shown 
that for many years subsequent to a. d. 1751 both tJiesc Urnuls belonged 
to other parties. 

8. It seems probable that the Nimbalkur family will be found never 
nutlioriscdly to have held these two Uniuls on account of Iho troops 
they commanded; this, however, is a separate question, and one wliiclt 
I would retommeod for separate coii^^idoration. 

0. Much stress is sometimes laid on the propriety of preserving 
Intact Mr. ElphinsUioe^s arrangements, aud in this opiiilou generally 
I entirely concur; but T conceivo ihril in speaking of Mr. Eipliinstoiie'^s 
arrangcmcnta we speak of the priticipk^ wliioh he laid down so clearly 
and so minutely as those on wliicli his soltlement was made, and that 
wc do not propose to take for granted that all ilic detail was necessarily 
correct. Indeed, wo cannot do so, for wc constantly find instances 
proving the contrary, Gnc has como under my observation while 
making this inquiry, and it is such a very striking one ilmt it is worth 
wliilc to record it. 

1(J. The Surinjam of ?>a<ijec Nimballinr ^including the village of 
ftiiCTusnoc, now reported on) is entered as No. 8 in tlic Class of “Pnga 
Chiefs^' ii) hlr. McDonnell’s li>;t of Jiighcers (whicdjiist is nothing more 
than a detailed statcim-iil of the Snrinjanis entered in Mr. Elphinstone’s 
list of Jaghccrs transmitted to llio Sirprcine Government on the 25tli 
October 181^1), and llie Mokassa and Nimehowlaicc Umuls of the viD 
lage are therein shown as belonging to^Government. But in another 
portion of Mr. McDonneirs list the Mokassa Umul is shown as forming 
part of the Surinjam of Umursing .Tadow Eao, whose name will be found 
under the head of “ Sirdars,’* No, 3S, 

IL In the (Chor Chiti eeH) orders of release issued by the CommiS'- 
sioncr, copies of whieh have been forwarded to me by the Agent for 
Sirdars, another mistake is apparent, iho Mokao^a Umul having been 
continued in two places. It i.s released aa forming a portion of the 
Surinjam of Umursing Jadow fiao (Sirdars, No. 28), and it is also 
released as forming a portion of the Surinjam of Saojee Nimbalkur 
(Taga Chiefs, No. 8). 

12. It appears that a poriion of the village of SLouisnec, equalta 
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very neatly f I of the ’wJiolo, was panted before a* n. I7i5l, and conlinncd 
without jnlerTni>ljon nj> to tlic Jatri?t date for wdiieli accountis ate furlli* 
coming. As far as the date of grant goes, ilicrcfore, tlio Snnnjiuu 
becomes, under the orders adverted to' in your letter under reply, an 
IierediiaTy one. Hut it remains to be decided whether, being a ttii/i/fir// 
it can be continued under any eircumstanccs. 

I have the lionour to be, tVe, 

(Signttd) T, A. Cowrp.ii, 

AsE^ii^laut Tnarii Cojniiijssioner. 


No, 18?9. 


b'rom \V. Hart, Hsip, 

Inain f'emmissioncr, 

To A. !\Ialet, 

C'hief Secretary to Govornnicnt, Uombay, 

Dz/ffd fifU 


Sin,—^1 liave lluj Itoiumr to aeknowiedge the receipt of your lelfcr 
No. iHfi, dated !i7lh .Jaiiiiury uiul to submit the foUowing rieuark^ 
regnirding tlic euse re reli ed to m iu uccotnpanhdcnt^, wliich arc Eicrc- 
witli rcliirned, 

2. 'J’lie anneved lellcr No. dated Jolh ^fuvrh from iny 

AssHislaitt, (hi plain Cow per, will sliow lliat the vilJii;;o of Sln'rojiinc, 
a lU'Vcr gmuied to llie NitiiliLilkui' fiLiiilly, Ini I that thn r- 

Hiiinls of 'I (vIk, .^Jo^jhih-e, Sn rde.^ti niuokce, ;in:d b'ciijLliiree) wero 
asslgued in a. a. 17 bJ-1 I for ihe maiJileiiaiu'i! of iliu troops conuoiinJed 

by Ihirkojec Niinbjlkiir. 

It. CupbiiJi CowpfT aipo allows ihut all the ueeouiils in tliv 71iifl.iir 
concur In proving llint tlie tennre of lliu uliove i.riunU wu^^ not llinl of 
]}erRoiiLi1, but of iiiilllury Siii'jnjritn ; the Inlesl of the neeonjiLiJ nlbided 
to liciiig one dated three ycLir.s before the InLnjdiielion of the pi'eseiit (ui* 
veroinenl. I^fr* 'J'nnpeuid, iii liir^ Idler No. US of (^neIo^inrc No* 

4 of a report from the Agent for Sirdavi^, Ni , DUo, dated ’70;li Deeeiii- 
ber IH IS,) (piotc? a niunlier of (iovernment records showing the ^aine 
fuels, but il wi iild seem fiiun his having unroriunalely thought it iiu- 
nceefisary lo give the English rendering of llie phrases quoted by him, 
and from the having ]ier!iisted hi adhering to a mistaken trans¬ 
lation of the Siinud of .w i>. 17 (forming No* 1 of the enclosures 

of hirt Idler No* 10, dated 11 ill January 1847,) that when the Honor¬ 
able Sir. Willoughby wrote his IMinutc of Ihc 7th August 1H50 on the 
Acling Agent^'s letter No. 1170, dated Slat July 1850 (political consulta¬ 
tion No. <5988, Scpiember 1850,) some doubt existed as to the nature 
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of tlif! original grant. It is cvulcnt^ liowcvei^ tliat there was not, in 
reality, any room for sueli donhi, the Umula having been expressly 
granted and continued as military and not aa personal Surinjam* 

4- Willi respect lo the case tinder consiJcralion, the following errors 
anti oversights seem to have oceurred :— 


lirown, in paragraph 3 of his letter No. 305, of the 20tli 
Ueeejnhcr ISlSj adiicres to the translation tjf the Pcj^liwa^a Sumedof 
A, 11 * 1747-4S, first siibmkletl wiili his letler No* 10 of li? 17, wilbotit 
poiaiing out, or appearing to observe llial tin: untranslated extracts 
given by .IMr* Turqiiand support that gentleman’s rendering rEilhcr 
than liL-s osvn. The words of the orig-itmi fjnoted by Captain 

Cowper render fnriliur obporvaliona tni this error niineecEasary. 

IlfitL —'IMio Nimbalhnr's elaims in SheruHjico are spoken of innnany 
p.irls of the coirespoiideneo, and cspcoially towards the clo&e of I he 
3rd paragraph of lliu AgeiitV leller No* 305 of as if extending 

Jo the whole of “^Mhe rovenne of I lie village/’ thougli shown in ilm 
doeiinu-iils quoted iii respect to it by the Agent and i\rr. Tnrquand, 
ns well ns by fkL|>laju t^iwpcr, To Jiave cxleiulctl to only a portion of 
those icventn’S, 


i\nL —'jl'ko miry in thr SLiiirijam lisig of ihe name of i^laiikojee, as 
SHin (if tho liiU: Ssuijee, being I'i^gEivdi^il n^s a rocogiiitlon by the jircsciil 
f lovi'riiinenl of his inloptloji, has alrrncly been noticed as ail error in 
iijo a L]^ i;rj]ineCLT 'Tjanle iif the l^lh Nepleinlier and ap^icars to 

liiive hern reporti^d as sitc-li io (lie lloiievablr C'oiirt of Directors oil 
ihe 3i'[l 1'7‘hriMry followingH 

‘U/f ,—-(/eibiio errors and di^-crepanciE^s in iMr. MeDoiinrirs lisl, asj 
it iLll'eets tills case, have boon pEUiilrd out iti tlio I3(h and 11 ill para- 
graplis of Captain C'owpcr^s letter now snbniiited, wldeh paragrnpljs 
a[j5f> prove ihn jnstico of the general observations regatiliiig Mr. 
Jilphinstoinds Surinjain arrangemejlls, eoiituiued in paragraph 0 of 
the tamo letter. 


5. 'J’ho essential question connecled with this ease is, Iii>\vever, that 
wliieli forms the coiudiiding seiitcnee of Cnjitain ('oivperV letter; and 
with regard to if, J am reK]>ccirii]ly of ojjinion lluil whatever provision 
is made for I'lfaiikojcc Nimbalkur &hotild bo wholly dejiciidvnt upon 
the pleasure of Covnininent, and irrespective of the Rules for personal 
Surinjams. held anterior (o a. d. 1751, 


1 have the honour to bo, &c* 
(Signed) W* ITaht, 

Inam Comrnijaloncr. 
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No* 475G OF 1954. 

Political Detaiitmeniv 

To P. W. IjkGeytj Esq** 

Agent for Sirdar^i* Poona. 

Sir,—W ith i-cfiTonce to my letter No. 1072* dated the lllii Marcli 
last, f am directed by llie Higlit llonorable tlie Governor in Council' to 
to you an extract, paragraphs 30 and 3J, from a despatch from 
the Honorable the Court of Directors, No. 23* dated the l(>lh August 
last, and to inform you tliat, in accordance with the doclaiou therein 
contained, the Sorlnjarii enjoyed by the late Saojee Rao Nimbalknr 
£5houl<l be resumod from the Gth May IS IG, the date of his demise* from 
^vhjch date a life pension equal U> a moiety of tlic net proceeds of the 
estate should be continued to Mankojeo Rao* hi;; adopted sort. 

2. Volt arc retjuestod to report on the amount of penjjion to be 
granted under the Honorable Courl^a decision, some amendment being 
re(|nL±iite in tlie calculation made-in the letter from the Honorable [\fr* 
Jlohart* AjiNistant Agent forSirdarJi in charge, dated the Gtli November* 
No. (iJhl of 1853* the village of Shcrufince being resumed with the other 
portions of the Surlnjain* 

I havu thw honour to be* 


(Signcil) IT* Tj. AM>iutsoN, 
Si-erelary to Ucveriimeiit. 

TiiiUihfitf Cu^lh-^ lijth November 1854. 


Th'frarf 30 rtwd 31 ffOin a h from ikn llotmrahU’ f/ie 

Vourt of Dirt'i ionf, dutfti ihv. lG//i AngnH^ No. 23 i)/ lS51* 


Para* 30. The estate of Slicrn&neo (not an ciitUc village, as we 


P,irtli<"T |MniiecL-[li n^s cuiif^ 
ivitlithu HiP[pUriLtiiiti 

of Manltcijrc for ilnj 
flllHlK'C tel Ilipil t1"^ Sll* 
hiyani for»ied_v iithl l»y hit 

Suujjcc K^a Kunlhiilkur. 


Jiad been led to suppose bnl certain Uinulsuiily) 
was a military and not a pcr.sonal Surinjatn, and 
the rule continuing on hereditary tenure certain 
estates held prior to 1751 does not apply to 
niilitary SurinjamsH, 


31. Me arc of opinion, ■adtii Mr. LeGeyt, the Agent for Sirdars, that 
the Surinjam properly lapsed on the death of the grantee Saojec Kao, 
but that a pension equal to half the net proceeds may be granted 
Mankojee (who wa.'^ recognised as his adopted son by the I'cshwa’s 
Government) from the date gf rci^famption. 
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No. 4^395 or 1354. 

PoLtTiCAi Department, 

To E, C, JoxE3^ Esq,, 

Culloctor of Poona, 

Hm,—RffutriRff lo the ail vice from this ileparimcnt No, 4757, daknl 
tile I5lh November last, I am dircctcJ hy Iho Kifjht Honorable tlic 
(lovernor in Coiinciil lo cmclosc copy of a lei ter from the Agent for 
Sirdars in the Deccan, No, dated the 4th instant, with transcript of 
jTiy reply of this date ; and In pnreliance of the Kcsolution comraunl- 
eated in the latter document^ to convey to you the authority of Govern- 
nicTit for the payment from your ircaaary, with arrears from the Gth 
May L34ti, to Mankojee Rao Nimbnlktir, of the pension of Rs. 791 per 
annum now sanctioned by Government ns a life-grant. This pay¬ 
ment should not be made until you receive an intimation from the 
Agent for {Sirdars that the records and accounts allinlcd to tn the Rrd 
paragraph of Mr, LeUeyt^s letter have been obtained from Mankojec 
Rlio, 

I have the honour to be, <kc. 

(Signed) H. L, Anderson, 

* Secretary to Government* 

Hififthfiff Caslki 2Sih December 1354 . 


No 619 OF 1851. 


Political Detailtment, 

From P. W. IjeGkvt, Esq., 

Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan, 

To II. L, Andfiison, Esq,, 

Secretary to Government, Bombay, 

Dated Poona^ Aik DccCHiAer 1854, 

Sin,—I havo the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
No. 475G, of the 15th ultimo, with aecnmpaDtmcnt, informing me that 
the Suriiijam held by the late Saojee Rao Nimbafkiir should be resumed 
from the Cth May 1846, the date of hia demise, and that a life pension, 
cqaal to a moiety of the net proceeds of the estate, should be granted 
from the above date to his adopted son Mankojee Rao, and desiring 
me to report the amount of pension to be granted lo him* 

2, In reply, 1 beg to state that in paragraphs 1 and 2 of the letter frotn 
13lc Acting Assistant Agent in charge, No* 039, dated tho 5lh Novem-' 
bef 1853| ihc net proceeds of tho_ two villages of Tudowlce and Latcu 
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were bliown to lie Ua. 1^^110-13-0 Hf* 190-3-C = Rs* 1,1531 1-0* In pst- 
ragfapli 3 of llie nbovc letter, the yearly average of the village of 
Slieriisncc was f^liown to be Its- G9-0-11* From III is sum, Rs* 14-G-2, 
t>n aceooJil of expenses of collection, at the rate of Rs* 20-13-3 per cent* 
being fledncted, there remains a balance of Ew- Tlus sum 

bciag adtletl to tlic above sum of Rs* 1,531-1-0, gives the total of 
Rs* 1,598-1-10, ami a. moldy of this now to be coiiliiiucd jji tlie s]itij)o 
ofipcnsicjii amoLirils to Rs, 701-5-10. 

3* 1 have refjnissted the C'olledors of Poona and Sliulaporc to obEaiii 

froiij ?\lankojee Rao the whole of the records and acconnts in his pos¬ 
session rdiitive lo the Soi-lnjato licdd by his Joccased adoptive father 
Kaojec Rao, and on roceipt of their replies, the orders of Oovcniment, 
coiii:diicd in their letter No* 513 I, of tin: I llh Deeouibcx 1952, will bo 
attended to, 

d. I beg to adil Hint the grant of iluf pension to be eon!inne<I lo 
JVfanhoJoo |■'^ll> slumld be subject lo tin: eondlliuui^ speeitird iti Air. 
Akild’s letler No. 512, of ttie Oih bVbrnary Iasi. 

I have the Innionr to be, N:c. 

{Signed) P. W. Lid-’iiVT*, 

Ag-Ciit*^ Afft ^rrcijibcr 1851. Agent. 


No. rj3l!:> 01’ |s,'ii. 


PomtioIj 

To lb W, laitii'VT, hlsq., 

Agent fur Sird.irs in Llie Pecean. 


Sii:,“-[ niti diiretf'd by tlie Eight Tlojiorable the Governor in Council 
lo aeknowk'dge the receipt of yonr Idler No, 011), dalcd tin: dtli instani, 
reporting on *t]]c net proceeds nf tlie Sonnjjmi held by lha tale Saojce 
Eao Nlinbalkiir, resumed from tlic Olh Ality 1810. 

2, ill reply, J orii desired lo inform you that Ills Lordship in Conn- 
cil has resolved lo gTEiiil from llie date of resniTi])lion (51 fj May I84t>), 
to the deceased’s ado|)ted son, Mankojee Rao Nimhalkiir, a life pausjon 
of Es, 794 per aniiitm, subject to the condition#; mciitjoued in the 3rd 
and 4tb paragraphs of your letter, 

3. A eopy of my Idler of this date lo the Collector of Poona Is 
enclosed for your informaUon and guidance. 


1 have the hononr to be, &c. 

(Signed) JI. L. Anueuson, 

„ , Secretary to Government. 

JSojHba^ Castle, 28 fA J^ccember ISGl*. 
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No. 317 OF 1955, 

PoUTiCAL DirrARTMKKTH 

From Captain T» A. Cow?f;ii, 

Inam Commissioner, NorLhcrn Division, 

.To iJre CoLr.EcTon of Poona. 

Daft^d PootJfi^ 27fJt Mftrrh 1955 - 
In reply to your Ictlcr No. 332, oflho I3lli Fcbruiiry last, 1 
Die honour to state that the records therein referred to have not been 
made over to this department. 

2, I bog to inform you that there appear to cxi:it strong groiincls, 
wholly irrespective of the delivery of these reeords, for susjsi^iiding the 
payment of any money whatever on account of the pension towhieli you 
refer until Governiniint shall have had an opporlunily of er>nsideriug 
rertaln facts eoiinccicd with it which I am about to lay before them* 

1 have the honour to be, ^Vc- 

(Signed) T. A. Captain, 

Inam CommUsioncr. 


No. 1790 OF 1955. 


POLJTJCAL DupaRTWCNT. 

T<i R. Kj:avs, Esq., 

^ Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan* 

Siu,—I am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor In CouneiL 
to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 302, dated the 28lli 
ultimo^ ami to inform you that (government has resolved that its au¬ 
thority, eouiamcd in my letter No, 53i>5, dated the 281 h December last, 
for the payment to Maiikojee Rao Nlmbalkur of a pension of Rs* 79 i 
per annum^ ahali be considered in abeyance until further ogjdcrs. 


I 


Povthai/ Cci^Pti 7 th Matf 1355. 


have Die honour to be, itc. 

(Signed) n, Ij, Anpiihson, 

Secretary to Goverument. 


No, 1793 OF 1955. 

Forwarded to the Inam Commissioner of the Northern Division, wltlt 
reference to his letter No. 317, dated the 37tli March last, to the address 
of the Collector of Poona* 

(Signed) H* L. Anju^jison, 

Secretary to Govemirient* 

Pomha^ Casfkf 7th Mity 1855. 

3 T 
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No. 4fi2 OF 


REVENtrn DnrAnTMRNT* 


Fmm Oaplain T. A, Cowpeh, 

fnam CommiRttioncr Norlliorn BivialoDj 


To IT. VouNC, Rscp, 

Oiriuiating Clucf Secretary to Ciovernmentj Bombay. 

DiilGfl J'oowdj A^rtll 1855. 

—X liavn the honour, as tliroctotl in the Rcvcuuo Secretary's me¬ 
morandum No* 3G8, dated ISlli January 1804, to report upon tlio claim 
put forward by Mankojeo Rao Nimbalkur to succeed, in virtue of his 
alleged adoption, under the I’osliwu’a sanction, by the late Saojoe Rao- 
Nimbalkur, to the village of Wurgaum, held by Saojee Rao op to his 
death as an Inam. 

2. On the grounds of the aforesaid adoption having taken place 
under the late Government, with the sanction of tile I'esliwa, the pre¬ 
sent elaiinant, ]Maul||jec Rao, has been granted, as the second genera¬ 
tion, a pension equal to half the net proceeds of the Siirinjam held by 
the late Saojee Rao; and under this sanction the payment of arrears 
amounting to upwards of Rs, 7,000 merely awaits llic result of an 
inquiry as to whether the accounts of i|ic lapsed Surinjam have been 
given up to the Government or withheld. 

3. A careful perusal of the past proceedings in this ease, however, 
renders it so clear to me that a gross fraud has been eommittik!, and 
that by this means the order for the grant of the aforesaid pension has 
been obtained, that it appears necessary at once to submit the eircum- 
Btances fijr the consideration and orders of Government. 

4. On Saojee Buo^g death iu 184G, the Agent fur Sirdars proposed 
in continue his Surinjam hereditarily, as a grant made prior to a. d, 
1751- It \mfi, however, subsequciitiy sati.'^factqriJy established by the 
oiTicer in charge of the Poona Duftur, Mr. Turquaiid, and by the Inarn 
Commissioner, Mr, Hart, that but a small portion of the Stirinjam had 
been granted at that early dale, and that even that small portion had 
bean granted and held, not as a personal, hni as a purely military Sunn- 
jam for the support of the Pesliwa^s troops. 

5. To the facts bricfiy slated in the last paragraph, the establish¬ 
ment of which at oneo destroyed all pretensions to an hereditary title, 
I shall not have occasion again to advert; but it appears proper to record 
and solicit attention to thorn, as showing the case to have boon one of 
error from beginning to end. 

6* The final orders of the Honorable Court, not yet carried out, 
were received in paragraph 31 (below quoted) of I heir political des¬ 
patch No. 33, dated Ifith August 1854. 
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“ 31, We arc of opinion with Mr, LeGeyt, the Agent for Sirdars, 
that the Sarinjam properly lapsed on the death of the grantee, Saojee 
Rao, but that a pension equal to half the net proceeds may be grant¬ 
ed to Mankojeo (who was recognised as his adopted son by the 
Peshwa^s Government) from the date of resumption,'^ 

7* It is now ncccHPary to describe tlic information upon whicli the 
rccognitjon by the Peshwa’s Government of the adoption of the present 
claimant by Saujee Ran Nimbalkur has been held to be proved, 

B. On Saojee Rao^s death in ISIfi, the Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Brown, 
having been desired by Government lo report upon lUu claim of ** Man- 
kojee Rao, the deceased’a submitted, with liia letter No, 10, of the 
lltli January IS 17, iransklions of a memorial from Mankojeo Rao 
Nimbniknr, and of a document described as “ a Muralhcc mcinoran- 
diini delivered to me by Saojeo Ruo Nimbalkur prior to his death 
The Agent ill the 5tli paragraph of his icllcr informed novcrnmcni,— 

“ f consider it my duly to bring lo the notice of Government that 
Mankojec Rao, who icprcscnts himself to be |he adopted son of llie 
deeoased Saojee Rao, la ii son of liis brother. The detail of this cir¬ 
cumstance is fully stated in Mankojee Rao*s memorial. Tins per- 
8oii*s name has been crrunGously entered in the SiiTinjam list aa the 
son of Saojee Rao.” 

9. Both the doenmtinis, the translations of which the Agent sub- 
inltfrd witli the aforesaid letters, are remarkable ones, but as they can 
be niAe conveniently noticed by and bye, I pass on to the Govornmcni 
reply, conveyed in the Political Secretary’s letter No, dSO, dated 5tli 
Pebniary tSd7, in paragraph d of which the Agent was informed,-^ 

4. I am further dlreeJcd to request that yon will _make inqui¬ 
ries into the validily of, and the concurrence of llie Pesliwa’s Govern¬ 
ment in, the adoption of Mankojee Rao, and favour Government with 
your opinion, and the grounds for them, upon these puiAts,’' , 

10. In the Sill paragraph of his letter No, 305, dated 20th December 
1S48, the Agent, Mr. Brown, furnished, in the following terms, the in¬ 
formation and opinion regarding the alleged adoption which had been 
required by Government:— 

** 8. With reference to the last paragraph of your letter of the 
5th February 1S47, regarding the validity of the adoption of Manko¬ 
jee Rao, I have the honour lo submit the translations of depositron^? 
taken before me (No. 7 to No. 15), which In my opinion have cslali- 
lishcd the adoption. With reference to the concurrence of the 
Pcaliwa’s Government, I beg to call llie attention of the Right Honor¬ 
able the Governor in Council to the deposition of Gunesh Krishna, 

• oorf Raojee Pendsay, marked No. 15, a person who was employed 
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in tlio Duflnr, wifli Ills fa*her, during the Peshwa^a reign, and aubsc- 
(jtfenliy entertained by the Hrithh Government, and U Klitl in the 
Huperiiilendeiit^a OJfice. His opinion in regard to the usages and 
forms of l]jc Peshwa’a Government. I have every reason to place eon- 
iiclencc in, anil he has deposed that the termination of the ietter, 
iraiislation of which is annexed, No, 16, nddressed to Saojee Bawa 
NJmbaikur by Sudasliow Mankesliwnr, acknowledging the receipt of 
a dress and sugar on the tcroinony of the adoption of a aon by Saojec 
Nimbalkar, is to the best of his Udiefln the handwriting of Sudashew 
Mimkesbwnr, the Peshwa^s Minister. Munkojeo is the aon of Gunno- 
jee Nimbalkur, the younger brtdiicr of Saojee Rao Nimbalkur, and he 
has been always recognised as tho adopted son, and his name has been 
recorded in the list of Sirdars as the son of Saojee Nimbalkur j I have, 
therefore, no reason whatever to doubt the validity of the adoption. 
Mankojec wasTiie only son ofGunnojee, his mother dying a few days 
after ills birth,*' 

11. Tlifi depositions and other documents which accompanied the 
Agent’s let ter just referred to, end wliieh Mr, Brown stated—my 
opinion liavc esiablihslied the adoiitioji*'—are of lliemsclvos suHleient, it 
seems to ine^ to cast discredit upon the whole case. Hot there is yet 
more to ho dialed M'ith which Government have never been made ac- 
(piaialed, the whole of whlcli, however, will be best discussed after I 
tihali have completed tlie record of what has already taken place jn tho 

Agent’s Gliioc. 

12. Almost simultaneously with the Agent’s report of the 20lh 
December IShS, tlovcrnmenl received from Nagho Bnhcrao fJohccl, 
the heredilary accoTinlunt of one of the villages held by Ihc late 
Sutaojec Ruf^, a pot i I ion questioning the suificiency of the inquiry made 

the Agent, declaring the documents prod need before that oilicer to 
have been forged, and making sewerai assvrtioni^ adooting the character 
of the alleged adopted son in other respects. This petition waS| with 
the PiiliLical Secretary’s letter No* 2200, dated the 241 h May IH lO, 
forwarded lo the Agent, with orders to ascertain whether it is an 
authentic document, and if so, instUute a f.;arching inquiry into tho 
allegations tliorein contained.” 

13. The Acting Agent, Mr. Hunter, on the 10th November following, 
No. 300, reported as follows :—‘ 

I beg to stale that the petitioner died on the 14lh March last, but 
that his cousin, to whom the petition has been shown, recognised the 
liandivrlLing of the deceased and olTered to produce evidence in 
f?upport of the ailogatiotiB if four months’ time were allowed to him. 
This time was allowed, and il expired on the 14th insiani, when, 
fondderlng that it would be satisfactory to tuko further evidence *to 



AFPBNDIX T. 


13 


tho only dooi3m0at in the case on which Mr. Brown rested liia dcci- 
eiotij I took the depo»Uions of two witnegges, who distinctly defiosed 
to its genmnenoss* Under these circamsIanceSf I am of opinion that 
the petition is groundless,” 

14. Government, in their Chief Secretary's letter No. f>^G8, of the 
4tK Bccembcr 1849, intimateil to Mr. Hunter that his report was nn- 
salisfactory, and directed a ftiriher and eompleie tnepiiry to be made. 
The Acting Agent was also desired again to call upon the ^cotiflin of 
the deceased petitioner to establish, if he could, the assertions made 
by the late Nugho Biihrrao, In paragraph 3 of this letter the Acting 
Agent was infortned,— 

“ 3. Tlic point also mentioned in the 4th ]iaragraph of the repre- 
scutalion should, I am directed to obporve, be carefully inquired into, 
since if the circumstance therein de[iosed to, of l^^nkojce Rao (the 
present cLiimant of this Surinjam) having joined Oomajcc’s Bund, 
bo Irun, Hnlbcicnt reasons will, His Tjordsliip in Council considers, 
exist for Govern men t at once declining to allow him any favour 
with rcrcrence to big present claim.” 

IpI, The result of the further inquiry was reported to Government 
by the Acting Agent, Mr. Keays, in a letter No. 278, dated the Hth June 
IHijO, ]iaragraphs 2, and/i to 8 of which bear Uj>on the qticstion of the 
adoption, and ate below extracted 

“2. In rtqdy, I heg to slate that Mr, Hunter, the lute Acting 
AgoiU, intimated through the SudderAmcen of Daramuttcc to Hal* 
krishiia Sheorain, the eousiiiof the writer of the petition, that he was 
prepared lo rccci'i'O any proof he might have to produce in substautia- 
ihin of any of the points therein eoutajnr<l, but that j^erson stated 
tliat he had no proof whatsoever. He has since appeared before me 
and confirmed the same stalament,” 

5* The allegation contained in the 2iid paragraph of the petition 
is proved to he incorrect, aa the goiiuinencas of the Icltcr of Siidasliow 
Mankeshwiir, produced by Mankojec, la established by the evidence 
of three dininteregted persons, 

G. Tlio allegation contatned in the 3rd paragraph of the petition, 
that Mankojec Rao submitted a fabricated letter from his father, ia 
frivolous, as the letter in quontiott forms no part of the evidence on 
which Mankojec Rao's adoption has been established. It may bf: 
noticed, however, that neither the Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan 
nor the Collecioi of Sholapori^ (to whom reference has been made) 
received any intimation to tho eifect that letters purporting to be 
from hliRi were not to be considered genuine unless hia fiscal wa.g 
alfixcd while in the Agcnt*s Oibce ; there arc very many unqu cation ably 
^ from liitii willmut any i^oaU 
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In answer ta the allcgntian contained id the 4th paragraph of 
the petition, that Manhojee Rao had joined the gang of Oomajea 
Nalk| I bog to annex copy of a letter from Mr. Courtney, the Collec¬ 
tor of Poona, atating that no information on the subject can he traced 
on hia rceords. Mr* Hunter has already reported that the petitioner 
died witlmut furntshing proof on this point, and I have been unable 
to procun: any from oilier sources. 

»* 8. With reference to the last allegation, contained in the 5lh 
paragraph of the petition, I beg to state that the Assistant Agent in 
charge has taken the depositions of Gopal Shamraj Ajahiit Hesh'- 
inook, Auund Rao Abajee Dcahpandey, and Dinkur Rao Nimbaikur: 
the former state that their fulhers were present at the ceremony of 
adoption, and received dressea on that occasion, and the latter states 
that he was not intoxicated at the lime he gave his deposition before 
Mr. Rrown, amfthal no unlawful means were resorted to to indiieo him 
to depose in the mtinacr in which iic has done* Biiikur Rao^s father 
is gone to Benares, and his cousin ia dend.^^ 

1[)» Upon the information which T have hereinbefore recorded, the 
fact of Mankojec Rao having been adopted during, and wilh the sano- 
tion of the I'eshwa^s Government seems to have been admitted. Some 
correspondence ensued regarding the provision, if any, which should be 
made for him in consequence of the death of his alleged adoptive father, 
Saojco Rao, and it has been finally determined by the Honorable Court 
in tlio 3t#«t paragraph of their political despatch No. ^33, dated the Iftih 
of August 1851, that— 

“ The Surinjam properly lapsed on the death of the grantee Saojec 
Rao, but that a provision eijual to half the net proceeds maybe grant* 
cJ to Mankojec (who is recognli^ed as his adopted son by the Re$h* 
wa^s Government) from the dale of resumption.'^ 

17. Having now recorded all that seems required for the correct 
appreciation of the facts I am about to submit, I sh.all endeavour to 
explain the grounds on whicli I have described that cviddbcc which, in 
the Agent Mr. Brown's opinion, '‘established the adoption,*’ as seeming 
to me in iItself sudlcicnt to cast discredit upon the whole case* 

IB* The first point which I would notice is that up to the date of 
Saojee Rao's death, Mankojee had been brought forward and described 
(t& his fuiv, and entered as such in the Surinjam lists; at a lime, too, it 
must be remembered, when it was not only thoroughly understood by all 
classes that SuTJujams were not continuablc to adopted sons, bat when a 
special request that the rule might be altered had been embodied in the 
letter to Governraent (No. 235, dated the 29th December 1844) with 
which Mr* Waidcn*e lists were submitted* 
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19. Baihow inquiry on this point—Mankojec’sTclationship tofiotojeo 
Rao—did not suggt-at itself in the first instance, when the Jista of 1844 
were prepared, J am unable to uadcTStand, for I find the otlieor f Mr. 
Warden) who, as Agent, prepared those lists, to ha^re in ihc same capacUtf 
reported to the Suddor Adawlut under date the 14th of October 1842, 
No. 200,— 

“I have the honour to state that I have received from the Collector 
of Sholaporc t wo Mnratlicc memoranda, dated the 30lh of August 
iast and 20th ullimo, acquainting me that Saojee Rao Nimballtur, 
a Sirdar of llie Third Class, cannot, from very old age, conduct Iho 
duty personally of his civil court, under the Sunud granted to him 
on tlie 20th Juno 1832 ; that he has no son to undertake the duty ; 
and rceommending that the Sunud in queatinn be cancelled.^* 

And I also find Saojec Rno’a Sonud to have been, under Jnstruetions 
conveyed in the Rogietrar^s reply No. 1897, of the lOTh November 1S43, 
cancelled accordingly. 

20. Maiikojec Rao appears to have been for the first lime described 
as Saojee Rno^s ft^ioplcd in the Agent Mr, Brownes letter to Govern¬ 
ment, No. 10, dated the lilh of January 1847, in paragraph 5 of which 
he stated,— 

“ I consider it my duty to bring to the notice of Government that 
Mankojee Ran, who represents lumself to be ihu adopted son of the 
deceased Saojec Rao, is a non of liis brother; the detail of this cif- 
cnmsiancc is fully stated in Afankojee Rao’s memorial. Tliis person’s 
name lias been erroneously entered in the Surinjam list ns the son of 
Saojco Rao.” 

21. Mankojee Rao, in his memorial referred to by the Agent, dc* 
scribed the period at which he had been adopted as “the twelfth day 
after my birth”; to which was added ,—** I was left till I was twelve 
months with my first father,” 

22. The same mcmoTial contains the following passage, wldeh it 
will be hereafter of importance to bear in inlnd 

“A memorandum of the Rcsliwa*H sanction of adoption waa in my 
possession, but it was left among my records, wliicli were lodged at 
Poona with my Karkoon Vlsajce Punt, who, with the records in 
question, has been missing, and no trace can be discovered of them.” 

23. One other fact alleged in the memorial was Mankojee Rao^s 
having accompanied tile Peshwain his flight from Poona, he (Mankojee) 
being at that time, according to the memorial, “ only fourteen or fifteen 
years of age.” Supposing this to be the truth, he must have been 
adopted in or about the year 1803-04. 

24. With the Agent’s communication above referred to, a document 
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was sttbmUtccl to Government, described by Mr* Drown in his 4lb 
paragraph as a “ translaiiori of a Murathcc memorandum delivered to 
me by f^aojcc Rao Nimbalkur prior to his death,” but 'he said memo¬ 
randum was not one delivered by Haojee Rao, who had been for many 
monlhs absent in the Sbolapore Gollcetorate, at the village of Tudowlce, 
where he died* The mcmomndtitn was delivered to the Agent by 
Ma?tkojec RaOf and was signed by Mankojec Rao in behalf ofSaojee 
Rao, It is a very peculiar document, containing from hrat lo last little 
beyond a series of ciitreatieB that Mankojee should be permitted to suc¬ 
ceed to the holdings of Saojee* 

25- Government having considered farther inquiry requisite regard¬ 
ing' *Mhe validity of, and the concurrence of the Peshwa's Government 
in the adoption of Manlcojce Rao,” the Agent instituted an inquiry, 
which resiiUcd in the recognition of the validity of the adoplioii* This 
is the im/uiry to the irreconcilable discrepancies in which 1 beg spe* 
cially to ilraw nttention. 

3b* Afi fioofi as it l/erame knoten that Govcriiimcnt had ordered further 
inquiry, Mankojee, on whose previous rupresentalion Goverument had 
been infornied that no documentary evidence was furthcoming, present* 
cd to the Agent a mcmoraiidum dated 19lh May lS-17, in which ho 
slated that on the ootiiasion of his adoption presents had been made by 
his adoptive father Saojee, llirough Mnlhar Rao Appa ManUeshwur, to 
f^udashew ManUeshwur, then the Fesliw*Va Prime Minister, and that 
Sudashew Mankosliwur had acknowledged the receipt of the present in 
a letter addressed to Saojee Rao, which he (Mankojeo) produced before 
the Agent* 

27. It is rtimarkable that wlictl addressing the Agent on a previous 
occasion Mankojec Rao failed to make any allusion whalever lo this 
alleged letter from, and transaction with the Peshwa^s Prime Minister, 
and Govornment were informed, in the Agent’s letter No. 10, of the 11th 
January 1S47, that there was an ^‘absence ofdoeumenlary proof.” This 
omii^sioQ could never Lave arisen from any ignorance of the value of 
i?uch evidence, and it may be reasonably asked—why was^t not at firfsl 
brought forward, especially .when the docurronts conveying the Pesh- 
wa’s sanction to the adoptLon, stated to have been once in existence, 
were declared *0 be lost? 

23* I mnat now point out the glaring diacrepaneloa between the 
slatemcuts of the seven witnesses, Irausiations of whose depositions 
accompanied the Agent’s lettcf to Government,' No* G05, of the 20tli 
December 164H, all of whom declared that they were present at the 
ceremony of adoption, and yotdiffered most materinlty in their statements 
regarding the age of Mankojee when he was adopted. With regard to 
the period at which the adoption took place, the evidence was nearly as 
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convicting. The nature and extent of these diacre pan ciet will be ap< 
parent from the following etatement x -— 


Nunai of WJtaABafia. 


Jl4v bafbfd tla 
of ^)iee or tile Fnliwft*a 

Ada|4«L Rule ihe Adf^oa look 

piece. 


1. Bohi^ee bin Banthjee» Petel ...... 

3. SuDtajee bin SoolUnjee, Piwtd... 

3 . Lu«mon bln SjAjee Ffttd!........ 

4. lUnojee Jftiiojec UbovgooU ...». 

G. SudoQ tna Mflnkjojn Goorow........ 

d. randoorang Rimchuniim, Koolkurnee 
7 , Hnree Mullw, Kwlkurnee... 


One yenf, Not itt«t«d. 

Ten yeva ..... Bight or ten years. 

Ditto ..... Not stated. 

Two or two and a half! 


yearfl. 

Two and a half years. 
^Thrce or four years.. 
Ditto ditto 


About ita years. 
Not stated. 

Pour or ftve yan. 
Fir« or rix years. 


29. When it is explained that an adoption such as that which Is 
alleged to have taken place was, under the late Government, an event 
of the last importance to the parties immediately eoncemed, and to 
their dependents, and when it is pointed out that iho evidence just 
referred to Is in every caeo that of such a dependent, the discrepancies 
in their evidence will be better appreciated; and still more worthless 
will the whole story be considered when their evidence is contrasted 
with the previous statement (sec paragraphs 21 and 23 of this letter) of 
Mankojee Rao himfielf that he was adopted when he was twelve daytf 
old, and that his adoption took place fourteen or fifteen years before 
the close of the Peshwa^s tnle. 

30, I now proceed to notice the document purporting to be a letter 
from the Peshwa’s Minister, 19ndashew Mankeshwur, and wblch ap¬ 
pears to have been mainly instrumental in proving to the satisfaction 
of the Agent, Mr. Brown, that the adoption received the sanction of the 
Peahwa’s Government. The contents of thia document seem to mo to 
prove it to be a forgery. Before, however, going further, I must submit 
the folfowing translation of It, which is that given by the Agent, (to 
whoso letter,*No. 305, of the 20th December 1848, it forms an accom¬ 
paniment,) and is substantiaUy correct;— 

«T have the pTcasnTc to acknowledge the receipt of your letter ing 
forming me that you had^ by permission of His Highness, adopted the 
son of your younget brother, and sending me dress and sugar in 
compliment of the adoption, 

“ Tn reply, I beg to oder you my congratulation on the occasion, 
and return you many thanks for the kind compliment of sugar you 
sent me: there waa no necessity, however, in sending me a dress, 
which ! should have returned if I knew the same would not have 
displeased you, 

3t 
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T request you will write to me often, and inform mo of the statB of 

your health* What more can I request than the continuance of your 

favour and kindness towards me ? Despatched Ghundra,2Sth 

31 > It will be observed that the year in which the above document 
was written is not mentioned in it. This, of course, renders it useless, 
for any purpose of Axing, or endeavouring to Ax tho exact date of the 
alleged adopt ion. 

32. The agent, in patagraph S of his letter dated the 20th of Dcccm* 
ber 18-lH, laid great stress upon the evidence of Gauesh KrUhna, oorf 
Kaojee Fendsay, describing him as '^a person who was employed in the 
Duftur, with his father, during the Fesbwa^s reign, and whose opinion 
la regard to the usages and forms of the FeshwaS Government^’ he 
(the Agent) had “every reason to plaec cotiAdcnce in; and he has de¬ 
posed that the termination of the letter, Iratislatlon of which is annexed, 
No, 16, addressed to Saojec Bawa Nimbalkur by Sndasbew Man- 
keshwur, acknowledging the receipt of a dress and sugar on the ccro- 
mony of the adoption of a son by SaojeeNimbalkur, is to the best of his 
belief in the handwriting of Sudashew Mankushwur, the Feshwa’s 
Minister/* 

33. But on referring to the Iranslation of Raojee Pendsay’s deposi* 
tion which aceompanied the Agent’s letter, I can And no trace whatever 
of any assertion that the handwriting in question was to the best of 
his {Raojee Peudsay’e) belief that of Sudaehew Mankeshwur. Raojeo 
Fendsay appears most carefully to have avoided saying anything of the 
kind ; what he did aay was—the writing appears like Sudashew Man- 
keshwur’s writing, but I cannot slate to a certainty that it is his/’ 

34. Raojee Fendsay might have been naturally expeeted, from the 
circumstance of Jus having''becn employed from his youth upwards in 
the Pesliwa’s Dufiur, in wliich be was one of the hereditary Karkoons, 
to have had a distinct knowledge of such an adoption (if it really ever 
took place) as that alleged to have been made by.Saojee Rao ;‘«an adop* 
lion which, sanctioned by the Government, carried with it suGcesaion 
to the Inam property held by the adoptive father; who being, moreover, 
then ill the possession of a large Sorinjam, would have been, accord¬ 
ing to custom, required to pay a heavy Nuzur to the Government. 

35. Raojee Pendaay’s hnowiedge of any adoption made by Saojee 
Rao during the Feshwa’s Government was not, however, tested. He 
was not asked a single'question on the subject, and his deposition was 
confined to general matters, about which there could be no doubt. I 
have now remedied this omission, and Raojeo t’endsay has stated 
before me on solemn affirmation that he never heard during the whole 
of Bajee Rao’s reign of any adoption made by Saojee Rao, of of any 
permission given him to adopt. 
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36. Another fact to which oonaidarable importance attaches is that 
fiaojee Bao was not only no favourite with the last Feahwa, but had 
belonged to the party of the Mmister, Nana Fnrnavese, to ail whose 
adherenta Bajae Rao^a aversion is matter 'of notoriety* ft ia eqnally 
well known that Bajee Rao looked upon adoptiona generally with 
much disfavour} hie own succession to the throne having been con¬ 
tested by an adopted aon* Thcso circumstances alone render it ex« 
Iremely improbabb that Saejee Rao ever received the Peshwa’s sanc¬ 
tion to any adoption^ 

37* The heading of the document purporting lo be Sudashew Man* 
keshwur^s letter demands notice* The expression Bawa^^ used in 
addressing Sao;ee Rao was unusual in letters from the powerful Brah¬ 
min Prime Minister of the Feshwa to an ordinary Muratba Sirdar of 
no note* My own knowledge was autHdeut to satisfy me on this point* 
I have, howovei} been able to obtain additional information of aome 
valuer Raojee Pendsay has slated on solemn adirmation that during 
the whole of his twenty years' experience in the Feshwa's Duftur under 
the late Government} he never met with such a# expression used under 
such circumstances. Of the correctness of this assertion generally t 
have no doubt} and [ have been able to test it to some extent by the 
records made over lo the Inam Commissioner three years ago by the 
family of Sodashew Mankeshwur, among which 1 have ^und the copy 
of a letter to Saojee Rao himself} in which, however, no such exprea- 
fiion as “Bawa*^ is to be found* 

38, The so-called letter contains further and stronger evidence of its 
spurious character in the form of address used in the body of the do¬ 
cument, In one part Saojee Rao ia addressed aa “ Toomhee” 
while a few lines further, and twice or tlftcc afterwards, he is addres¬ 
sed aa “ Apun^’ (*tt^)* That Sudashew Mankcshwur, or any ether 
person in his position, ever addressed Saojee Rao or any one ebe in this* 
manner e. both as “ Toomhee” and Apun”) U so utterly impio* 
babla that the document might well have been rejected on ibis ground 
alone, 

39*^ However, the strongest possible evidence that the document 
purporting to be a letter from Sudashew Mankcshwur never emanated 
from him is to be found in Ibe terms of the letter itself, in which 
Sudashew Maakeshwur is represented as writing,—“ There was no ne¬ 
cessity, however, in sending me a dress, which I should have returned 
if I knew the same would not have displeased you," To those ac¬ 
quainted with oriental forms and customs it U not necessary to explain 
that such a reply as the above is a thing unheard of, and would have 
been a direct insult to the party sending the present. But in this cose 
it was not only Saojee Rao, butMankeshwuFs own master, the FcshwUji 
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vrho wM liavG l>ocn thtiijreflocted on. The utter improbability of the 
whole of tho alleged traasactioa may be well mferred from the ropllef 
of Kaojee Peadiay, which, with the questions put to bimp are below 
trsfiscribcJ 

Que&tion .—Whena pemoo, on the oeoasiod of the adoptionof a son 
with the pertniisiori of the Peshwa^ sent to any one a present of sugar 
and a dress, accompanied by a letter, was it the custom ever to write 
in aebnowledgment that there had been no oocusioa for sending the 
present of the dress ? 

**An>W€r .—I never met with, nor heard of such a thing, 

“ Question .—On a person adoptinga son with the Peahwa^s sanction, 
and sending on the occasion to the Prime Minister a letter intimating 
the same, accompanied by sugar and a dress, would the Prime Minister 
over, in aotnowicdging their receipt, have written that there had been 
no necessity for sending the dress ? 

“ jliMwcr.—No; the Prime Minister would never have written thus,*^ 

40, Much more mijfht be adduced, all tending to prove this docu* 
tnent a clumsy forgery. With, tmwever, such clear and convincing 
proof as that described in previous paragraphs (30 to 30) already 
recorded, it woulti apparently be superfluous further to discuss this 
question. 

41, The l^t fact fo be noticed in connection with this alleged letter 
of Sudashew Mankeshwor^a is the omission to ascertain in any way 
whatever from his consin, Mulhar Rao Bajee (now dead), the correct¬ 
ness or otherwise of the assertion (ace paragraph made by Mankojec 
that the letter was forwarded ihrongh him (Mulhar Rao). I can find no 
eiplanalion regarding this omission, which, as Mulhar Rao Bajcc was 
then alive and on tbo spot, aftnis most unaccountable, 

43, But still more unaccountable than the furegoing is the fact that 
Government have up to this day never been made acquainted with 
Mankojee^s statement that the document purporting to be 8ndashew 
MankeshwurS letter had been forwarded through Mulhar Rao Man* 
koshwur. Had Government been aware of this, the absence of Mulhar 
Rao's evidence would have in all probability attracted their attention, 
With the Agent Mr, Brownes letter No. 305, of the 30th December 1648, 
a number of depositions were forwarded to Government, but that of 
Mankojee, contaiaing tho aforesaid statement regarding Mulhar Ban 
Mankeshwnr, was neither forwarded nor alluded to, 

43. It was ray Intention to have added to the above the evidence of 
certain mamben of the* Nimbalkni family, but this I am unable to do, 
as the first of three persona whom 1 sent for neglocted to comply with 
the summons, and} befon a second intunstion could reach him, left for 
Bsroda. 
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44. The tWQ other |}eraotia snbflcqae&tly a4t)t for were' in tike manner 
not to be foundi having, it wasatated, atao proceeded to Barocla, althoagh 
they moat have been at their village not three days previoiuly to my 
sending for them. 

45. Under such eironmstaiicci, it ia acaro'oly possible to suppose that 
these persons have not purposely shunned examination ; and that such 
is the case may be inferred from the significant fact of one of them, an 
old man of upwards of seventy years of age^ who is now said to have 
undertaken a long journey to Baroda in the midst of the hottest wea> 
ther, having been eight years ago (in 1847) declared by hie son to be 
quite incapacited by old age from attending to give evidence before the 
Agent, If Government will refer to the concluding portion of the de¬ 
position of Uinkur Hao bin Sidhojeo Rao Nimbalkur, a translation of 
which aocompaniod the Agenf a letter of 20Ih December 1849, Drn- 
knr Hao will be found to have staled,My father is still living, and 
is about seventy years old, but totally helpless, and will not be able to 
attend/' This same Binkur Eao was again examined in 1950, in con¬ 
sequence of the further inquiry then instituted regarding the allega¬ 
tions put forward by the Xoolkurneo, Nagho Buherao Bokeal, who 
had informed Government that the alleged adoption waa a Hctltious 
one, and that the papers produced in support of it were forgeries. 
WHhn on this second occasion Dinkur Rao was again examined by the 
Agent, he stated that his father Sidhojee (the old matt, whom he had 
In 1847 declared to be totally helpless and unable to attend, aod who ts 
now said to have gone to Baroda the moment ho waa required to give 
evidence before me) had just proceeded to Benares, 

46. The facts now placed before Government may be thus briefly re¬ 
capitulate J :—■ 

1^2.—At an early period of British rule Manhojee was included in 
the list of the privileged classes as Saojee's son, 

2fl6f,"^Jn 1942 the Judges of the Budder Adawlut cancelled 
[paragraph 19} the Sunud held by Saojee,on the Agent Mr, Warden’s 
VbprcscntRtion that Saojee, having- no ^on, had become unable frota 
old age to transact business. 

3nrf.—In 1844 Mankojeo was entered (paragraph 18) in the Burm- 
jam lists prepared by Me same officer^ the Agent Mr. Waiden, us 
Ba^ee^s son, 

4th .—In 1947, after Saojee'a death, Mankojee was for the first time 
(paragraph 13) brought forward as an adopted son, and on that occa¬ 
sion he (Mankojee) asserted (paragraph 22] that his adoption had been 
sanctioned by the Peshwa in a document which had been lost, and 
the Agent, Mr. Brown, informed (paragraph 27} Government that no 
docomentary evideDoc was forthconklng. 
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—At llio time Mankojee staled (paragraph 3f) fUal his 
adoption had taken place ^hea he was ouij a ftiw dapt old] anct 
fpuricen or fifteen years (paragraph 23) before the close of the Peah^ 
wa^a rule* 

Gth ,—Mankojce also at this time gave to the Agent a memorandum 
Higned by him (Mankojee) oo behalf of Saoje©] (who then waS| and 
for months had been a hundred and fifty niilcs away, at a village in 
iho 8holapore Collecloiratef where he died,) which document was 
described (paragraph 24) to Government by the Agent as ‘‘‘a memo¬ 
randum delivered to me by Saojee Eao Nlmbalkur prior to his death”;, 
and this was the doenment almost immediately afterwards described 
in a petition to Government as a forgery, which it now seems exceed- 
ingly probable that it was. 

7lhr —Government not having been satisfied, and having ordered 
(paragraph S5) further and eareful inquiry, Mankojee then, for the 
firH Utac, informed (paragraph 26) the Agent that he possessed a letter 
to Saojee Bao from the Peshwa's Prime Minister, Sudashew Man* 
kaahwur, acknowledglog the receipt of a present on the occasion of 
his (Mankojee^a) adoptioti, which letter he stated had been forwarded 
to his adoptive father, Saojee, through Sndashew Mankeshwur^a 
cousin, Mulhar Rao Bajec. 

8ffr,^Tiii9 alleged letter from Sudashew Mankeshwur was Ad¬ 
mitted as a genuine document strongly corroborative of Mankojcc’s 
asBcnion, but the Gnlj/ indwidu&l who could have given jfosidvti evi¬ 
dence (Mulhar Rao Bajee) was not (paragraph 41) examined, and 
Government, moreover, were never (paragraph 42) informed that ho 
had been named by Mankojee as the person through whom the alleged 
letter was sent. 

d/A.—The genuincttesa of the document said to be a letter from 
Sudashew Maiikeshwur was, in the Agent Mr. Brown’s opinion, 
cstablisbcd by the evidence of Eaojee Pendsay, an old man who had 
served in the Peshwa^a Duftur during the whole of Bajee Rao’s reign ; 
and on the only material point on which he was examined,—fte 
identification of writing said to be Sudashew Mankeshwur’s,—he was 
represented (paragraphs 32 and 33) to Government to have declaTcd 
that It was so to the best of his belief; whereas he merely stated that 

looked like Sudashew Mankeshwur’a writing, and whereas he wa* 
not asked a single queetlon on several important matters of which he 
might naturally have been supposed to be personally cognisant, and 
regarding which he has now afforded (paragraphs 34 to 32) informa- 
tLoir, the whole of which tends to prove the said document to be a 
forgery* 

—That the document never was written by £$udashaw Man- 
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kesbwur seems, however, apart entirely from any knowledge of 
Raojee Fendsay's, to be completely proven (paragraphs 34 and 36 to 
40) by its contents, by the form of address asod, and by several other 
clrcumstanoes less glaring, but all tending to prove it to be a forgery* 
11/A*—The production of the aforesaid document was supported by 
the evidence of eeverat persons, who all stated that they had been 
prase at at the ceremony of Man kojee's adopt! on, but whose statementa 
meconcitabiy dilTured each from the other (paragraphs 98 and 29), 
and the whole of them from that of Mankojee himself (paragraph 20), 
on two most material pomlB,^the age of Mankojee when adopted, 
and the period at which the adoption took place* 

FitfaUy .—Saojee Eno Nimbalkur, said to have been permitted by 
the Peahwato adopt a son, Was about one of the last persons to whom 
such sanction would have been accorded by Bajec Rao, whose whole 
policy was to deprive the Muraiha Sirdars of their possessions and 
power* Saojee Rao was one of these Sirdars, had been deprived of the 
command of troops, had been an adherent of Nana Furnaveae (para-' 
graphs 34 and 36), and had lost by formal resumptions the greater 
portion of what ho had once held. Yet these are the circumstances 
under which the Feshwa is said to have allowed an adoption, to 
prove which evidence has been adduced, apparently sulTicient la 
itself to show the utter falsehood of an assertion, the primd facie 
improbability of which is so great that to substantiate lU COTiectnesB 
would retjuire proof unusually clear and convincing* 

47* Should Government agree with me in considering the facta 

hereinbefore recorded sufficiently to prove that the alleged adoption by 

Saojee Rao never received the Feshwa’a sanction, and that the whole 

of the evidence which has been brought forward to prove that it was 

thus sanctioned U a tissue of fraud and falsehood, it will remain for 

conaideralion whether any measures should be taken to punish the 

panics concerned in the transacilon* Jt seems doubtful whether a 

proaccution either for conspiracy or forgery would result in a conviction, 

fof most of the statements made arc vague and very little to the point, 

and the fraud seems to me to have hitherto been a successful one more 

owing to the insofificieney of the inquiry made than to anything else* 

4B* But though doubtful on the above point, 1 am very strongly of 

opinion that should Government be satisfied that deception has been 

practised, Mankojee should not be allowed to remain a member of the 

pnvileged classes* 

* 

* 

1 have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) T* A* Cowter, Captain, 
Inam Commisaionet Northern Division* 
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Nd* 2993 OF 1B55* 


To Cttptam T, A, Cowfeu, 


FoLmcAL Defahtment. 


Inam Coro missionei NoTthcrn Division* 


Sir^—have laid before the Right llonorahle the Governor in Council 
your teller No, 4BS, dated the 30th April last, reporting on ihe fraad 
practised by Mankojec Bao Nimbalkut upon Mr. Brown, the late Agent 
(or Sirdars. 

2. In reply, I am desired to observe that, in the opinion of Go¬ 
vernment, yon have prodneod the most clear and convincing proofs that 
the adoption of Mankojee Bao by the late Saojee Bao Nimbalkar never 
received the sanction of the Peshwa, and that, therefore, he possessca no 
light to the pension which, under the supposition that his adoption 
had been formally recognised by that prince, has lately been granted 
to him. 

3. The Right Honorable the Governor in Couacit has, accordingly, 
resolved that the payment of this pension, which was stopped under 
date the 7th May last, shall continue in abeyance, pending a reference 
to the Honorable the Court of Directors, to whom it will be suggested 
that, under the information now furnished by you, their orders for the 
grant of this stipend be recalled. 

4. A‘ recommendation will at the same time be submitted to the 
Honorable Court that the name of Mankojee Rao be expunged from 
the list of Sirdars, the gross fraud which he has practised upon Govern¬ 
ment in this case proving him to be utterly unworthy to be continued 
to be enrolled amongst the privileged persons of the Deccan and 
Southern Muratha Country, 

5. Pinally, I am dcpsired to convey to you the commendation of 
Government for the ability with which you have, with considerable 
labour, traced out the intricate facta connccicd with this case. 

I have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) H. L. AflrPBftsow, 
Secretary to Government. 


Bombay Castle^ 25ih Jtt/y 1855. 
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No. 93G OF 1055, 

Political Department. 

From Cuptain T, A. CnwrEHp 

Inam Commissioner Northern DiviaJon, 

To fL L. AnDF,R 30 iff Esq.f 

Secretary lo Govern men fj Bombay, 

D^ted FoonUi 31 Av^us^ 1855. 

Sm,—Since the receipt of your letter No* 2993, dated the 25th July 
last, circamstanecs conneeted wUh the ease therein disposed of have 
come to my knowLcdgo with wliich it appears proper that I should 
acquaint the Government, 

2* Oti the 17tb July last, In consequence of information received 
hero, I addressed iho following letter {No* 77G) to the FoliUcal Agent in 
the Southern Murulha Country:—■ 

“ May f request iho favour of your informing me whether inquiries 
recently made have, as I have been informc^l (hey have, led to the 
discovery of entries in the accounts of the late Chief of Moodholc of 
sums of money paid lo Narupa Natk, a Soncar of Poona, on account 
of business counected with the Nimbalkur fumily* 

“ 2. Should such entries exist, I shall be obliged by your furnish¬ 
ing me with authonticafed copies of them, and by your letting mo 
know the result of any Inquiry which you may liavc instituted*’* 

3* The reply of the Political Agent, No. 402, dated the 6th inatant, 
is below transcribed —■ 

In reply to your letter No. 77G, dated 17th ultimo, I have the 
lionour to inform you that no entries in the accounts of the lata Chief 
of Moodholc of sums paid to Narapa Kaik have been discovered, 
but there are registries of two Icttera from the late Chief io Narapa 
Naik, of which I send you copies. 

^*2* No inquiry has been Instituted on this subject in this do- 
pafimcnt*” 

4. The fiiet of the documents, copies of which accompanied iho 
political Agent’s reply, is the registry of a letter dated the 4th Novcm-* 
ber 1845, (5th Kanik Sheod, Shuk^ 17G7,) to the address of Narapa 
Naik Dharwarkur, a welt known Poona Banker (Souear), to the 
following effect i— 

** I wish you to disburse for me at Poona, on account of a certain 
business, the following soiiib:^ 

2,000 to Eapoojee Bullat Seer walk ur, In such aams as ciiciim- 
stsmees may require* 

500 to Tutnas Khan Karwan, through Baponjeo BuUol Pendsay. 
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“ In nil, you s<1ioulil pay Rs. 2^500, which f wilt either repay to yotir 
nrdcr at Bagulkote, or send you a hoondec for the amount payable 
at Poanp, if you prefer it* Any delay in paying the money may ruin 
the business, and this it is as well to note^ though I feol aure that 
delay on your part will not occur.^* 

/>, The second document ia the registry of the following letter, 
dated Uie 2Sih August, to the address of the aforesaid Narapa Naik 
Dharwarkur. The year is not spceifii'd in the body of the regiatry, 
but is shown by the general heading lo be a. u. 184n 

‘‘ II has boon agreed upon lo pay the sum of Ea, 5,000 upon 
receiving orders for the release from attachment of the vitlages held 
by the late Saojee Eajeh Nimbalkur. QapoojGO Bullal has already 
probably explained this, ami he will now again do bo. I have, there- 
fore, sent from hence by Bupoojee Bullal Seerwulkur an order for 
Ks. 4,000, which you mnst receive, and assure the proper persons 
that you will give them Rs* 5,000 on receiving orders for continuing 
to Mankojee Rao everything previously held by Saojoc Rajch. 
When 1 hear of your having received the aforesaid orders, 1 will 
fiend the Rs* 1,000 required lo eomplctc the amount. As Niinbalkur 
is a relative of mine, you should exert yournclf in this matter, and, 
having ohlaincd the orders of release, should pay the money in the 
proper quarters. Pray ensure the eomnieneemcnt of the business at 
once by frroly pledging yourself to the above cffccL Tim rest 
Bapoojee Bullal will verbally eomraunicatc to you, Bapoojee Bullal 
will have ojtplained to you that a re port will have to be sent to Bombay* 
Pray get your friends lo expedite its transmission, and do not let ariy 
delay lake place.” 

6. I have ascertained from the books of tlic banker to whom the 
ft^regojug letters were addressed, that subsequently to the date of them 
nearly Rs, 6,000 were paid lo Bapnojee Bullal Pendsay, the Agent of 
Mankojeo Nicnbalkur, he (Bapoojee Bullal) drawing upon the Moodholc 
Chief for tti« amount, which he received in various sutna duringa period 
of several years. " * 

7- Wassoodco Naik, who only became the head of the firm three or 
four years ago, on the death of his father Narapa Naik, has declared 
his inability to find the original letters, translations of the registries of 
which are contained in paragraphs 4 and 5, although a careful search for 
them is said to have been made. That they were received, however, 
appears to me sufiLcicnily and clearly established by the facts described 
in the last paragraph : but besides these, other evidence of a most direct 
and positive nature is forthcoming \ for the payment of Rs* fiOQ to Tumas 
Khan Karwan, directed to be made in the Moodhole CbicPs letter of the 
4(h November 1845, is duly entered and specifically dest^ribed in 
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Narapa Naik's f]ay*book of Iho lOth of lhat month ; indeed, the letter In 
diatjncily quoted as the authonty for the payment. 

8^ Sooh are the facte which 1 have now to aubmit forconaideration ; 
and they afTord, I think, startling evidence not merely of the fraud 
already ciposed, /or that has been established to the satisfactioji of 
Ciovcrntncnt, but of the deliberation and wholesale conspiracy which 
atamp the proceedings from their very commencement* 

9. I have already placed before Government^ in my reports Nos. 939 
and 935, dated the 29l:h and 30lb August 1855 respectively, two otlier 
cases which in several of their features are Rcarccly Ichh objeetionablo 
than this one. The diiScnUy of obtaining specific and perfectly correct 
infoTTnation on these occasions iti greatly to be regretted* Generally 
speaking, there is a eombiiiafion to keep the affair, at all risks and at 
any price, from the knowledge of tho superior olliccrs of Government; 
and tliJB alone indicates,,! think, a state of Ihtngs wliicli must over be 
pregnant with serious miscidef* 

10* But altiiough, from the causes just dosoribceJ, it Ja so seldoni 
possible to obtain complete statements susceptible of positive proof, nnd 
to such statements iny communication r to Government must for (he 
most part neccssariiy he confined, much ia constantly coming to my 
knowledge, of the (ruth of wiiicli I can entertain no moral doubt what^ 
soever, corfoborated as it generally is by that ]jreKnmptive evidence 
which all my own experience lias pimwn me to be as nmch can be 
expected in such cases, and, indeed, all that in many of them it is pos^ 
eiblo to obtain* 

IJ* The opiniori, therefore, on this siihjcet, which with deference I 
submit to Government, is one grounded not on a few isolated cases, but 
on the concurrent testimony aflurded by many hundreds of them, the 
investigation of which has occupied me during the lust four years, and 
has forced ujion mo a conviction of the widely apread existence of an 
under-cur rent of intrigue, tlm clFoets of which, certainly not the Icsa 
iujurioiiui because at lirst si gilt Rcarecly perceptible, require to be care¬ 
fully walchcd and decisively coimtcraetcd ,—n necessity which will, I 
apprehetid, be hereafter yet more sensibly felt in connection with the 
many great changes in progix'^^s, llio moat important of all of which,'— 
eduention,—must, ciEtens paribuSf be expected, it seems to me, not to 
remove, but in all probability to rcuiter more formidable the evil* 

1 have the honour to be, 

(Signed) A. Cowi^ek, Captain, 
faam Commissioner Northern Division.. 
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No. 4057 OF 1865. 


Political Departke?9t. 

To Captain T. A. Cowfer, 

In am Com misa ioncr Northern Division, Poona, . 

Sit,—.'I am tlirccJcd by the Right Honorable the Governor in Conncil 
to BcknoTvlcdgc the receipt of your letter No. 93G, dated th'c Slat nliinio, 
detailing further ctreamataneea ’which you have discovered, in connoc> 
lion ’With ilic fraud practised by Mankojee Rao Nimbalkur upon 
Mr. Brown, the late Agent for Sirdars, and, in reply, to enclose for 
your information copy of a ReHoluiion passed by Oovernment on 
your letter. 

1 have the h<jnotir to be, Ate. 

(Signed) H. L. ArfOERHori, 
Secretary to Government, 


Bonthff^ Caatlef 22/id Sejitemher 1855. 


Itesoluiion passed bif Ofieemment. 

This letter alTortls addUional proof, of which ample evidence w-as 
previously before Oovernment, that a gross fraud has been attempted 
by Msinkojoe Rao Nimbatkur, but which, through the commendable 
exertions of Captain Co’Wper, has been frusLrated- 

REsoL’VEiij—That Mankojce Rao Nimbalkur, by his disgmeofut con¬ 
duct on this occasion, baa proved himself nnwortliy any longer to bo 
tcLaincd amongst the privileged classes, and that in anticipation of the 
Honorable the Court of Directors sanctioning the recommendation which, 
in conformity with the recent resolution of Govern menf, Is about to be 
made to that authority, for the eraftnre of his name from the Sirdar lists, 
orders be at onec issued for his being suspended from the privileged 
classes, pending the Courds instrnction^i. By this means, this unworihy 
individual will be deprived of the usual Dussrra dress and other 
honours which otherwise he would, as a Sirdar, receive at the approach¬ 
ing Dusscra feslival, on the 20th proximo. 

The late Chief of Moodhole, who appears to have been a principal in 
llila attempted frnml, having intermediately died, it is unneccftnary to 
lake any notice of ills miscondnet. 
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Exiract Paragraphs 6 to 3 /ram a J)espaich from ike Bimorable the 
Court of Bireeiorny dated the 10(A Marche No, ISi of 1656, 

6. A pension of Rs, 704 per annum, equivalent to half the net 
proceeds of the lapsed Surinjam of the late Saojeo Kao Nimbalkur, 
had been granted to his nephew Mankojee, on the ground of h|;d having 
been ^opte^ by the deceased as his son, with the sanction of the 
Peshwa, It has now been clearly shown by Captain Cowper that the 
evidence by which the adoption, and the conrirmation of4t by the Pc$h- 
wa, were supposed to have been established, was false and fraudolenU 
Of all the Instances which have yet come before us of Mr, BrownV aegli>' 
gcncc and inaccuracy, his investigation of this case Is the most diacrc^ 
ditablc. He is shown to have omitted to lake evidence the most obvious 
and the most easily accessible; to have in one instance kept back from 
Government a docanicnt which would have directed their attention to 
such evidence ; and to have misstated the testimony of the witness whose 
statement was the only proof of the authenticity of the principal document 
in the case, representing him to liavc said that the termination of that 
document “is to the best of bis belief in the handwriting of Budashew 
Mankcshwur, the Peshwa’s Minister,’^ when in the transialioa of his 
deposition, furnished by Mi, Brown himself, he is only made to say that 
the writing “appears like Budashew Mankeshwur^s writing, but I can¬ 
not state to a certainty that it is his.’* Captain Cowper has clearly 
jiroved that the document cauiiot have been written by Budashew 
Maukeshwur, or by his orders, and all the circumslanoes connected 
with the case show it to be a forgery. Nor was Mr, Warden’s couduet 
much Ices careless, for in 1312 lie represented that Saojee had no son, 
and in 1611 ho entered Mankojee in the lists as Baojee’s son. 

7. Wo authorise you, as you propose, to cancel the grant of the pen-^ 
sjou (of which, fortunately, no payments had been made), and Id striko 
out the t^amc of Mankujee from the list of privileged Birdars, 

8. Subsequent information communicated to Captain Cowper by the 
Political Agent in the Boutbern Muratha Country, from the Mood hole 
accounts, shows that the late Chief of Mood hole, who was of the Nim- 
balknr family, disbursed a sum of nearly Rs. 0,000 through a banker at 
Poona to obtain the recognitioa of Mankojeq as successor to Baojee Rao 
Nlmbalkuri. In what way this money was expended does not appear, 
but it is to be feared that a part of it reached some servant or servants of 
the British Government. We entirely concur m the commendation you 
have bestowed on Captain Cowper for the ability and zeal with which 
he traced out the very intricate fads of this case, and exposed the gross 
aud incxcueabic oversights of Mr, Warden and Mr. Blown. 
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No. 680 OF *866- 


PoUTlCAL DErAnTMEflT. 


From Cftptain T. A, Cowp^n, 

Tnnm Commifiaioncr Northern DiviHion, 
To IL L. Awnfiniso^ifj Esq.^ 

Secretaty to Ooyoinmcut, Bombay * 


Dat^d Poo^Kif 31 if 1855. 

In connection with my report Nn. 46S?j dated the 30th ultimo^ the 
transfer of winch to the Political Department for dieposal has been Inti mated 
in tlie Besolntion No, 2206, posacrl in tlic Revenue Dei>artnient on the 25th 
irmtantf I have the honour to state that tlie Surmjam entered in tlie revised 
lists in the name of Ramchijnder Rao Nimbaltur^ as No. 23 of (^Lasa IL, ap¬ 
pears to have been originally continued^ and to be now lield through gross 
fraud. 

2. This Surinjam was entered in Mr. Klphinstone^s lists in the name of 
Gumajoe Nimbalkur^ who was supposed to have held it at the breaking out 
of the war with the Peahwa. 

3. Gumajee died one or two years after the conquest of tlie country, and 
the SuHaJam is entered^ in the register subuiittud hy Mr. Chaplin to Govern¬ 
ment on the 28th October 1822, as having been actually restored to Gumajee's 
son Ramchunder. 

4. During the sereral inquiries regarding the holdings of this family which 
liave from time to time been made, and latterly when the revised lists were 
framed, tlie sold Hatnehuxider has incorrectly been described in communications 
from nearly eveiy member of the several branches (>f the fumiiy, to the Collec¬ 
tors and to the Agent for Sirdars, os the sou of Gumnjec. 

5. It now, however, turnfi out that Ramchuuder is the son, JtoC of Guma* 
jee, but of Gumajee’s brother, Sidhojee. 

6. In a statement lately recorded before me of the claim of this family to 
hold in Znana the village of Wurgaum, in the Poona Collectorate, Ramchundcr 
is described as the son of Sidhojee^ ftdapted by Gumajeo* 

7. Every effort was made by the family to avoid recording their claims to 
the village of Wurgauin, although half of it having been under attachment since 
and consequent on the death of Saojee Rao Nimbalkur some years ago, they 
would, had there been nothing to conceal, have been naturally anxious to 
produce all the evidence in their poBscseion, and thus to obtain a speedy 
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[jisUiud t^^lJu^^, however, they evaded uJtogetTicr the (‘atl matlo iiptm 
tfieni^ wntil, under tlic visions of Act XL of 1852,1 required the Collector 
tcMittiu'li the other half of the villa^Cf pejidiii^ their appcaiancc^ 

K. WIk'u dif'y liid at leirt^th itoord their daiins, the ftllcj^ed adoption of 
JiELhif liiiiidcr hy Cjiiiiiinjec did not attract my attentiODi as I was not thc'U 
■uviiji'e of the cirruEmtaneca connected with Che Surinjum held by T7!iiticluin > 
dfT, liidi'ed, I was ignorant of them as late as the date of niy report, Xo. 4h2, 
iai tho suinpliiai hy the late Snojee Hulo, and it only very lately that 

fiirtlier i[U}ijii'ie!^ whhh I have been makinjr in this latter case iiave led the 
distutviTV of tlie cii eninstauees now submitted fur the consideration and ordern 
of (jovermnent. 

U. There ih rcnsoii to i^uppose that Ramchundcr was never even adopted 
hy Ciumujee, Tlie case sis it now has been stabid to me stands thus; (lu¬ 
ma) joe c-8Line foj ivnrri' at the iotrcycluction of the Brlliisli ruh? and Tepresentod 
hinistdf :is liaviiiLf liidd np to the war the Burinjam which was then entered in 
Ills jiEintfi; in Mr. FJpUhii^tone’s ; but it is doubtful whethoi' it was thus hold, 
tliini^h 1 neeit not attempt to discuss tins question, as it cannot nhect 
the eaEenniKtanecs under which the firm Sly after wands got possession of tlic 
Suri I ij !ini» IJ tsfon; lire eompi eti on of M r* E Iph i nstone^s arrmigemenhowever, 
(Itinii^jee dkfl in Po^rna very smldenly, of eholem, uq mak issue; and 

It w as then that, to [ireVent the lapM^e of the Surinjamj Rainehunder was falsely 
de?^eiibed to Mr. (jhaplin as Uuniajce's son, and lliat the Suriiijam wfas 
r<>sttn'ed to luni fis surh. 

lU, LTiMler the tircumstanccs described in paragraphs 4:^ to 45 of my 
rojkirt 4(12, of the llUth nltiino, it seems more than probable that every 
will be nnule to evado further i£K[ujty, and that the laittics whose evi¬ 
dence is required wilt continue pniquujcly to absent thcmselvea. 1 ran only, 
tiverefore, recoin mend tliul tlie Suriiijam sliutiLil he at once attached, nnd tiait 
1 s lion Id be authoriscil to rntiumto to (lie family that, ui the event of their 
not a[q>eLuring before me within two months, or within such other period ns 
(fovenuneiit may deem proper to fix, that attachment will become a final 
resumption* 

II, It is proper that I should state, with reference to my former report, 
Xo, 4f)2, of tJie ilOtli nltlmo, that the fiirtlier inquiries 1 have made suh^ 
sE''[[neiUly to its submHtal have satisfied me Chat there has been conspiracy and 
fniud of the "osscst description, though 1 greatly fear tliaC it wiU not be iu 
my power to iibtain legal proof. Should it turn out otlierwise, 1 shall at once 
suggest such futtJier meosuies as may then seem to be called for; but Go vent- 
men t wilt, 1 ajiprehend, agree with me in considering an unsuccessfut proseeu- 
Ucni in tills and in simitar cases calculated to do much more miBchief than no 
criminal prmieeution at all. 

I liave the honour to be, 

(Signed) T. A. CowPisn, Captain, 

Inam CotamiBsioncr Piortltcm Division. 
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No* 2304 OF 1055. 


Political. Dspaatmekt. 


To Captain T, A. Cowpkti, 

loam Coiiiniidsjoner Nortlicm Divifoon. 

SiFCj—-lam (ilrectad by tbe Higtit Honorable tlie Governor in Coimcl) to 
ftoknovvlert^ llie receipt of your letter No, 500^. dated the 31 Bt May hist, 
rejiortlng that the ^iirlnjam entered in the revised liat^ of 1847 as No, 23 of 
Class II., in the name of Harnchunder Rao Nimbalkur, b appareiitiy Jicid 
by fl‘^Lud. 

2. In reply, I am desired to inform you that, under this report, tlie 1 light 
lIonoTiiblc the Governor jn Council has resolved that the St^urinjuiii in 
rjuostioii shiiU be placed under attachment, pending an inqiiiiy into the cir- 
cumstaiu^es stated by you, and that orders Imvc been issued to the t^ollcclor 
tjf' T^oona to give elfcct to this resolutiorn 

3, The Right llnitonible the Governor m Connnil reiiiicsts that ynu uill 
warn liaiuchunder Jtao Niinljalkur that if lie fail to attend he lore yon jiei- 
soniLlly, or by an authorised ageiib within the period oftlircu months from iiU 
i'ecej[>t of such warning, with any proofs he may jK>^BeHS in supjjort of Jus 
right to (Ills Surinjam, it will be resumed by Government. 


! have the honour to be, 

* (Signed) 11. L. Anherson, 

Jiomltty CdJtlfvj l3tA Jifit/ 10h^ 5. Secretaiy to Government. 


No. 1047 OP 1055, 

Political Department, 

From Cajjtain T. A, Cowper, 

Iimm Commissioner Nortliern Division, 

To 11, Tj, ANjji^risoN, 

Secretary to Governraeut, Dombay, 

Dated 2iiil October 1855. 

Sin,—The instruction) e received in paragraph 3 of your letter No. 2SG4, of 
the I3tli July having been communicated to Itainehunder Kao Nimbitlknr 
oil the 27th of the same mouth, he has applied for an extension of one inunth, 
to eimbJe him to reach Poona from Oaroda, wbcic Jie now in. 

2, Should no ohjcctions of which I am unaware occur to Government, J 
would re^juGst permission to inform him that his reipiest has been grautech 
and that he will be expected to record his claims by the 27tli Novcmbei- jic.si, 

1 have the honour to lie, &c, 

(Signed) T, A. Cowpmji, Cupfnin, 
luum Comrumioncr Northn u Divi.^iuii. 



APPET^DIX V. 


prom CapUiift T, A* CoirPES,/ndkrt CoJiimisxioner N^arthem Diotsion^ 

Pfo. 1047j of the 2nd October 1855, 

lending for eonctioo aii fltpplicatioii from Ramchimder Rao NimbaJ- 
kur to be allowed an extension of ono montb of the period wlthm which h« 
h<us been rerjuired to record his claim to the SurJnjam entered in the revised 
lists as No, 23 of Cluas 11, 


No. 4268 ov 1855, 


PouTicAL Department, 

From IL L* AndersoNj Esq*, 

Secretary to Government, Bombay, 

To Captain T* A* Cowper, 

Ttiam Commissioner Nortliem Division. 

Dated lltA October 1855. 

SiRj^In reply to your letter No, 1047, dated tlic 2nd instant, I amdircctcfl 
to inform you tliat the Right Honorable tlie Governor in Council has no 
cjl>jection to flam Itao Ntiubulkiir being ahowisd an extension by one month 
of the time within which he is required to record hi^laim to the tiurlnjam 
entered in the revised lUts as No. 23 of Class If* 

1 have tlie honour to be, Stc. 

(Signed) 11. L* Ardeuson, 

Secietaiy to GoverDment* 

Bombay Casitet lUh October 1855* 


No. 1313 OP 1855. 

Political Depabtiient. 

From Captain T. A. Cowp^n, 

Inani Commissioner Northern Division, 

To U. L* Anderson, Esq., 

Secretary to Government, Bombay* 

Dated Poona, December 1855. 

Pm,—In my letter No. 580, of tlie 3lBt May last, 1 submitted for the con- 
si do mti on of Government cl ream stances showing the Surinjam entered in the 
revised lisL^ in the name of Ramchunder Rao Nimbalkur, as No, 23 of Cliisrt 
LI., in all probability to have been continued at tire introduction of Britiiih 
rule, and to be still held tltrough gross fraud. 
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Q* In paragraph 10 of the same report I explained my reasons for believ¬ 
ing that every effort would be made to evade further inquiry, and that Che 
evidence required would be purposely withheld. I, therefore, recommended 
the attachment of the Surlnjamj and that the holder ehonld be warned, that 
in the event of his not appearing before me within a specified period, it would 
be hnally resumed. 

3, In your letter No. 2^64, of the 13th July followingf I was infuirnaed 
that Government authorised the above suggestions being acted upon, tire 
period allowed being fixed at three months. 

4* In my letter No. 1047, of the 2iid October following, I submitted for 
the orders of Goveroment an ajiplioation from the holder of the Surinjam for 
an extension of one month, to enable him to reach Poona from Barodn, where 
he then wsts. 

6. Government, in your letter No, 42(58, of the lltli idem, allowed the 
extension required. 

C. Tlio |>ci iod of four months thus allowed expired on the 27th ultimo, on 
whifdi flay Ramcliutider Rao Nimbdkur^s authorised agent, itiighoonath 
Huree Cliandorokur, presented himself before me, but intimated his inability 
to fiiruisb the information required, owing to the absencie of documetits said 
to be at a village some distance fi’om Poona, and to obtain wliich he iv^ked 
for a further postpoiiomenl of three days. This I granted, informing lum, how¬ 
ever, that [lis being even at ill at late date unprepared apjieared to me most 
uns'atisfiietory. 

7. Tlia agent, at the ex]iiration of the three days allowed, instead of 
appearing, os be hud engaged to do, sent a letter stating bis inability to 
attend at aii^ owing to his employment in the Collector's Office, and request¬ 
ing the further post[>onemeat of the inquiry until he should write to Ram cb under 
Kao Nimbalkur at Harodu, and obtain from him authority for some otlici 
person to act on his bclmlf. 

8. The evasion and falscJiood of tlie whole of this preceedingare sufficiently 
obvious; but I must add that llamchundcr Kao, when asking Ibr the exten¬ 
sion of one month applied for in my letter referred to in porograpii 4, did bo 
with the expressly stated object of facing able himself to travel lh>m Barorln 
to Fooiia without the inconvenience attending a jouitiey during the rainy 
season. This there now seems every reason for believing to have been a 
statement intended merely to deceive. 

i>, 'I'his is one of tlic innumerable cases in which lalschoods of every <]e* 
scriptionare put forth to retard and prevent that inquiry by this (fomtni^^sioii, 
will ell tltc holders of alienated revenue imjimperly or fraudulently obtained 
well know will result in detection and exposure. This delay Is in itself no 
slight evil; but it is barmless compared to the uijc which is almost invariahly 
made of it to tempt, and of eourise ollcit successfully, any and every suboixlt- 
natc of the de[>artment to betray their trut^t, and frcquenlty even tu du iliut 
which, detected, would ensure tlieir crimiaal prosecution. 
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10* Unrler sill tbc circumstanccti now submitted, I crwi have no hc.^itation 
whatever ill stronj^ly recommending GoVeroment to dcelare this Surlnjam 
finally resumed. 

11, Slinuld Government concur in this recommendation^ the case might, I 
think, with great advantage be made gencniUy known, for tlie radical evil to 
ivhii'h 1 have just relerred is ccrtaitdy not confined to any one branch of the 
pubJle scrviii;, 

1 have the honour to bo, ^cc, 

((Signed) T. A* CowmiR, Captain, 
iiiam Comniliiesioncr Noillicrti Division* 


J*\om Cniitain T* A* Cownni, Iniim No7-tficrn iJiKUioitf 

lUlti, »f l/ic (ifA Decambfr 


Siihmittlng for ilu; eoiisideiatioii of Goveituiient ciiiTiimstiinccs wliich iippiMr 
tfi rcmlcr nrccHsary the rosiiiiiptiiai of tin: jSuriiiJaui cotcred i» tlic iiiivised lists^ 
a.s No. L’U of UIuss IJ,, in the nume of itamchunder Itao Nmibalkur, 


No, 205 OF IHSfjr 


Po I,IT1 CA L D t' A IIT M UN T , 


Fruin IL L. ANOFUf^iON’, Usfp, 

lStH;rctjii'y to Clovcnmieiib 


To Captain T, iV* Cowi'ua, 

iiimi) Coinnijsdoner Norlliern division. 


IJat^i 30lk Jtutftyjry iK5(i. 

Srn,— ( am directed by the Right Ibmorahle the Goveiiior hi Couik'iMo 
in knowledge tJie receijit of your letter No, I+113, datc.d tlie (>th ultiinu, relative 
In the Sui'injam eiitercd in the revised lists, as No. 23 of Class II,, liitlienume 
of ihinnbunder Uao Nimbnlkur* 

2, In rej.dy, 1 am instructed to state that 11 is TronUhip in Council entirely 
conciir>j in tin; justice of the observations submitted by you, and considers that 
no furthci' delay in thii? case should be permitted. Mvery eonsidemtion iiati 
l>eoiieA[iibited towards the claimant, and every subterfuge by which a decision 
would be dolsiycd has bi^ii attenipted by him. 

Il, The Right Umnimhle the (uivenior In Council has, accoidliigly, iicsolved 
hiiiLliy to I'csiinic the t:m'LuJam of flaiiichundcr Rao Niiubalkur, and, in 
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piirsiiaiHie of llusj the necessary instmclioiiB hare tliin day been 

ii^sued to llic Cullector of Poona» 

4. I am desired to reqiiofit tliat, in coiiforniUy with your «iigge?t- 

tioa^ yim will W f;ond cnmigli to make known afl extensively ns poBsihIc 
thc^i^ounds on which Government bus been induced to come to the above 
deetsLon, with tlie view of preventing similar coniluct on tiic part ol'other 
parties. 

I have the honour to be, &e. 

(Signed) IL L, Annrsuflo^f, 

Secretary to Govciniueut, 

7/owftrty Cfjsdfij 00(4 tfanynr^ \ 
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No. 1J7 oi> 


From Captiiin T. A. UowrjiBT 

Assistant Inain CotnmissJaiK'r^ 

To C* J* Mansojv, Fsq.^ 

Inain Comitilssiuncr. 


DaUul Dco^httr, Pooua DistrUiSf ISih Man^h 1954. 


Km,—1 Imvt; the hojumir, niidor the jnslrticlIons noted in the margin, to 
(j{>vcnitn[]ntOn]ir ill thu submit a report upon the claim preferred by Ma* 

homed Khan wulud Muliomcd Abdooi 

Kadiir Khan, to tin: unm of 11a. 5,H0G-8‘G,deduct- 
ed from arrears due 1t> 111 in on account of u 
pension granted on the resampUon of Ijj^ iaio 
falherhs h^urmjam. 

2. The claimant al^o reipiesls that the vjJiage (Maloonjcli, in the 
NewasaeU Talooka of the Ahmednuggnr CoJlccloraic) which Ids futlier 
in pupposed to have unautliorisedly held for tliirlcen yearp* from 1619 to 
and llie revenue of which during the period of such supposed 
imanrhoriscd liolding ba», conscqtientlys now beeu dcdiiclccl from the 
pen^iton giraijt<?d 1o the son, inay be eonnidered aa one projierly held in 


Puliiirfil Ih'pnritiiiciit. jVo. 
.'Stolid of tliv 5tli jVii^UiSt 
nji4l 

jvcvivi'tl ^vidi tlic tiiHin 
letter 

iVti'xri, ot'tlic tIthhttiU} i&nO 
hci'ciuth riiturucd. 


Surinjaiti, and may be taken into the calciibiiioi) aeeording to wliJeh hjs 
(claimanf/s) pension, amounting to half the net jiroeoeds of the lapsed 
Kurinjam, is by the Surinjam Rules promulgated in tbo llonorablo 
Courfa flcBpalch No. 17, of the 2(Uh October 1613, payable. 

3, The village of Maloonjeh was granted to Mahomed Abdool Kadar 
on the authority of (ho following letter to the Deccaa Commissioner, 
Mr. Chaplin, from Mr. K1 phi ns tone, then Goveruor of Bombay, The 
letter is not dated, but 19 in Mt, Elphinstone*^ own handwriting:— 

“Kadur Kaheb (the Moonsbec^s son) insists on a letter. IIo is a 
good {i}liov?tf and hia father, who is less was nsofid during our 


nurfj;r4ipli ^ Qif Agent*! Nof 5CHij qf the 6th Idoi viubcr tti the CuKectur uf 

jlliiEicdniiggur. 

t The ktten ia ItaHet m Oeitiej cd b the origmat* 

Iv 
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troubles before; Ike war. They want a village^ which they say is worth 
ftotno small sum. I wouli) give it if it were no great aacrJ^ce, but 
not if it were otherwise ;—I alrould call Tis, 1|20D a year a great 
i sacriiicc,” 

4. On tho back of Ihis letter there ia a rcmarl';^ in Mr* Chnplin’a 
handwriting 1 believe,—‘^To be kept aa a rneniorantlum of the rensoit 
of the grant,—and nt the lo]i of the sheet, on the face of the letter, the 
words, Mnlootijeh, riirgimrt Newa^Fjch/^ arc written, also, I belicie, 
in Mr. Chaplin's handwriling, 

5* Mr. Chaplinas inHtrucl.mns were conveyed to the Collector of 
Ahmednuggnr in a letter dated the 2 Uh November IHIt), below tran- 
ectibed, the original being on the C^ollcotor^s rceords :— 

“T have the liononr to request that yon will give over to KEulnr 
Baheb, the son of Msilioined ilimcef, the vilhigc of Maloonjch, in llie 
Piirgima of Newasseh, provided the value of it is not worth tiiotc 
than Hs* 600.” 

G. The issue of the order quotml in the Ust paragraph was record* 
cd on the 4tb December followliig, in a diary (wbieh is now forih* 
coming) kept in t!ic Native language by the Commissioners estab* 
lish ment. 

7. Nearly two years after this, rHovcrnincnt duterrnined to grant to 
Mahomed Abdool Kadur a Jagliccrof the aiinnal value of Rs. :>,00<>, and 
to his father Mahomed Iluneef one of the annual value of Rs* 7,0011, 
the order to make the grant being issued to ihe Dceean Commissioner, 
Mr* Chaplin, in the Political Sticrctary's letter No, 1 l2o, of the 2ilrd 
October 1821, below transcribed :— 

(‘Mahomed Miinecf, the Moon slice of the Residency at Poona, having 
been deprived of the .faglicer asslgnetl to him iii the Nizam's territory 
by a late rcdueliDii in that princr/H expenses, the Ifonomble the 
Oovernor in Council has been pleased (o grant him a Jagherr yielding 
Rs* 10,000 per annum, viz. Rs* 7,000 per ntmiun for himself, and 
Rs* 0,000 for hiK £ton, Abdool Kadur Khan. 

You will be pleaded to make tho grant accordingly, to havo 
effect from the dale 'when he lost his Jaghcer in the Nizam's terri* 
toiy. 

“3* The rapid increase of the fund intended to be appropriated 
to rewards for mctltorioug Native servants, as exhibited in the stain- 
rnent accompanying your letter of tho 20ih of last month, renders such 
a degree of libcraUty quite disproportionate to the object: the amount 
is, therefore, to be carried to the account of Government, this Ja< 
ghecr and all similar grants being chargeable on the revenue of fhg 
Deccan 
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8, The fallowing cxlract from a Minute (without date) by the iheii 
Govcriiof( Mr. Elphinr^tane, coneurred in by the Members of bU Coun¬ 
cil, explains the grounds upon which the granls to Marhojued Htmeef 
ami to his eon were made:— * 

« While sc tiling the remunemtion to our adlicfcnia in the Deocanr 
I purposely omilleJ Malionied nuncof, the Moonsliee of the Resi-^ 
deucy at Poona. ThU ]>crson had been of great use, and had suffer¬ 
ed considerable losses, especially by the deetmclioU of his properly, 
and I bcUc'^o liJs lionise at Pociua, but he po^^scssed an ainple Jaghecr, 
and the coipmand of a body of horse in llio Nl^ain^a service, obtained 
principally by tho rccammendation of Sir Barry CUosc; and lobtaincd 
by the interposition of Mr* Russell that the Pesliwa*^ and Ilolkar'ft 
pospes>iions within the llinils of his .lagheer should likewise be made 
over tn hlm^—he ihcreforb appeared !o me la be moal liberaliy pro^ 
vided for. But in the courHo of a kiU: rediielioii of expenses in tiui 
Nii^an1^‘^ eoiinlry, he has been deprived of the whole of his posses- 
sians, Mr, Metcalfe very Iruly reiiiatkiug that the Brltli^h Governtncnl 
oitghl tu reward the elaiiiu^ of its awn dependents, and not make them 
a tharge on the Nizam* 

'* It is entirely out of the qiicsUoii to place Mnhoincd Haneef in 
nnytliiiig like the siEualion from which \\<i haw thus fallen; indeed, if 
his ullownnce were to be fixed on the same scale wllh other depend- 
cnls of our OoTcruiiiejil, lie could not elnifn nearly so great n reward 
as Hallajce Punt Niitlioo (the highest of our iniincdiate adherents). 
It is, however, necessary to have some regard la his habits of lifb, 
and in that view I cannot propose loss than Rs. 10,000 a year fot 
him, or rather Rs* 7,000 for himself, and R?. 3,000 for ]ii$ soli, Abdool 
Kadiir IClian. To meet lids charge, whicii ought to have been 
in eluded in the original burdens on the conquered territories, thcro 
is a fund farmed by Jagheers which have fallen in fo GovernmenT, 
and which I proposed in luy report on the Deccan should be entirely 
appropriated to rewards for meritorious Native servants. The rapid 
increase of that fund, utnourtllug already to near Rs* 70,000 a year, 
renders such a degree of liberality quite disproportionate, and the 
bulk may be carried to the account of Government, but this sum- 
should in the first ease be charged on that fund/' 

D. The grant made to Mahonicd Abdool Kadur coinisted of the 
undcTinen boned villages in the Ahmednuggur CoHectorate, a Suniid 
(dated the lOth June 1832) for whicli was granted, and a copy for¬ 
warded to the Collector of Ahmednuggur with the Comintssioner Mr. 
Chaplin's letter of the 14th Jufy 1822. The grant made to Mahomed 
Huneef waa recorded in the same 8unud* 
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In llic Ncwaflach Tal<>oka,—< V*Ih(n1 

MoujiJ Nuipaiiivi **.+ <.«.*■+. ii-^ K?i. 1^004 13 fl 

Ditto Humpoor ^ *.. 517 12 0 

* Dillci MalowJpR . *.... 743 fi 3 

Ditto Sung™ ... 340 14 0 

Ditto .TafTcrabatl .*,*..*. 3H7 2 0 


J'otaL. *,11^ 3,000 '6 0 

10* It seems cleat that when this finiiiul the Cominisifjioner, 

Mr, Chaplin, jnnHt have ovcclookod the previous grant of Maloojijeli, 
which ought, cviilcnily, either to have formed a parlion of the Jaghcer 
granted by Government, or to have been rcftitmod* It nppearp, how¬ 
ever, to hai 50 remained in Mfihomcd Abdool Kadur’s posKe^s^^lon; but 
there is nothing whatever to stiow that it romuiiied uiiaulhorirfedly 
or through any iniarepresiinlation on hJn part;—the retention was 
owing, Jl appears, solely to the ueti^ of the wervanls of Govcrnineni. 

11* Mahomed Abdooi Kadur is shown in the Hurinjam libts revised 
by Mr. Urown {No. 5 of Clas^i IV* eoJuimi 20j to have died on the 30lh 
September 183J, when the Hiirinjam granted to him appears, together 
with flie village of Maloonjeh, to have heun roanmed. 

12* The Surinjam was, consecjnently, not entered in the lists pre¬ 
pared in 1834 by the Deputy Agent for Sirdars, Mr* Warden ; on the 
revision of those lists in the same year by tlio Agcnl, Mr. Afarriotl ; nr 
in the lists franned by Iho Agent, Mr. Miiln, In IW IQ* 

13. In the lists submitted to (iovcriiiiienl on thv 2filh Deceiiihcr 
1844, by the Agent for Sirdars, Mr* Warden, Sunnjum was cniercd, 
as shown below, as No, 4 iu Class IV. of Riiriiijanis “resumed in con¬ 
formity to the orders of the Court of Directors, l]ic heirs to t]ie holder!^ 
of which arc entitled lo pensions etjual to half the net proceed;^” i — 
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I'L Jij this Ij^t iho village of Maloonjoh was, it will be observed, 
entered (columns 0 and 7 of extracts conlaljiod in flio last paragrajdi Jas 
one of tijose compoainff the Siirinjiiin granted to Muhomed Abdool 
Kadur in a. t>. 1^23, whereas it (Mulotihjcli) had been granted in 1S19 
(sco paragraph o of Ictier) on no specifie tennro^ and was not included 
at all in the Siinnd for llic Snrinjtim granted in 1823: hud that 
Biinud been looked at when the list a of 1844 were framed, the error 
regarding Maloonjeh must have at once lirpivmn apparent* 

15. Oil tlie revi:+iqn of S\Ir* Warden’s lists hy hi;4 aiuiresHorj IMr. 3?ro\VJti, 
this Siiritijam was entered as No* 5 of IV., as follLiws, 
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Thf! Amniinto^ 

rfuftto TlH; A mount of 
Clilmuirjii Amamlwt ro 
tN’ratf'fif* cluiinni.l, ifii 


inn[H^ of tlip 
PftlLTHlj of 
tfjo 
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IlrastHia for iRuVmff 
Mbc (irairti Ti^n»Til[^| 

ivlo'll j^le fOTllllftilrt- 
Hjgai^r iu Ibv 




flip Ol tlin I’liniLA Itr^Mrury ^ b |M>rlml of 341 

Xhii Ke^iilpncv rI ^ 

I ■ '] Miiiat ilfij^li^i'p [)0i.oui.uliLi^t4! Itn, 1[)]lKKl 

1 oitnnj I kftTii]»iM-Cii no Itiii m\ wnn-iit frooi thfl !**n' ii¥. At 

ilpjtriipil of tisp liin riN|iiiTt SuriiijBin of Rt^i il)04HJi 

Jrt^hcpr ns-sl^HcJ (^iitiiMiprl out iif Imh Jj[:(wiFr t« ]jm 

t(i him ill lilt; Ni- Ki-lur tlir ni-L- 

, . I ifinD^I (frnim'?. Bill] Tlin rvFi-iflunnjf po^ 

MTU S TOrritOry 'ly tion^Ti?, Its. Tjlitti-l'i-D, ^aH mnllnnfT^l 

a latp i^'lIeecI 1(^11 In Eu lih rmii fuuue. Tlili ^'Ui’ErJumriur 

tL&t prijicn^fl PA- 'fW ■nf' l]iii fHHli H[‘]i(mil'ipr IhUI^ mul 

p<ni):K'!* t||(! lluiiDf- hi!iHuiiiuiinL«asirpiiCLirin], [HitE|i!KlLP]]f, 

I I j/ iiii'lfif (lie LWPiil I in Im fit TIk' iloiioj'- 

!iUk; llii!, •»>wiioi| ,1,^, 

111 (/imiii'll of Jiiiitl- Hui ^uti! Ilf i lofUF'fy of tlie iiTtiial net 
■ l>ay VTBi |l)lt'ASP[| Itl plfiKMYsU nf llio S^]^illJuIn^ 

' fPnnt |jitLi A ,f]|.'^iri f'fillnfror htia'tii'!! tlmt t]ip toral lamoiiot 

I thppr vjoliiiiniFlEu- criliiimi « la llic Timka 

^ ui/irtji ftotnutii of [lie Suiiiyim, nniHl!! flPlual 

Jioca L(I,{IUU JiPl nr^ jjrrnnfislK nl llm tliiie of (ho jjrmit 

ainilllllp viz. Uli- Bin(hUEiti>tt to Ifr furiJiiT 

|]|V^ /ptfPn ppr ail- alittF^ Ilia) 11j(j vLllu^: orMalEHlIijiill U'iU 

iiiim for Jiimaplfp ia tiih ^ 

111 oin dji'rruioL'Tliitt^ nuui'qcuritrlj El]r sung 
ftiju Ji5. .fjtllKl IDT Hipiii(tJ‘il [ii tlio in Went ]Ut. 

j }lia MHl AJolflill TEiItj rjf|ii|^(i HJIJI nijiiyiTtl; by thin ]imifh>n 

j\rtlLirKhnil,( Villi' wjLioul uiy tijjlilfrMciATiluGiitJy tin' 

I^tfj Jm'ITP.' triJtli/iiTl liy IpJltt (Wuil tli0 ViMhi^O 

Inpw IVii 1 Ji'j "1*^" Sr^JlUll^l ll? lll'llUi’tn'tl Ell 

h ry 1 Alill'iitt IPI- ((i(i ('lejit (rfd ijon^oji bcjnirpiUiijtLtlfeJ' 
tertu.^Ir. t hji|i]iib[ los brii'^. 

ODmiiiiivsiDkipr in 1 ' 9 k; uctHii] ni't ]in^-««(l£ nf tliiaf^tiriqjain, 
tllP DfV'pnil rinfiil MllrnlBtorl ut llm BVbiTftire Ilf dm limittiu 
1 yoan* lirnrpsliojf ihr ileHlioftlie Ujit Ioh- 
^.11 u viti. ifT-i.; ennilitut, ftom sufli uronnatii Rnwn 

KiLt hy itio Collector of Altmcduit^^ur, 
Apin'*™ ho lip atioiit H*. 2|DfWl, antt * 
mnJaFy oftliEs sum Itiu bwi entered atn- 
drr eotunin IS aa KicaiumiiLt of peemdon 
ctite to eEiimant. 

TIie Armirfi duD tn datnifiiit, raleiiklAl 
from dm ilnto nf tbr duHth of tblA Stirin-r 
jATndar ap to tlia SOth DHOinbcr lA 41 i 
being a pertod of diErtecn ywip at Itn- 
pca IpWO pe7 annunjf AmotintK to 
Hak t 6 | 4 A&^ and irhlch Rum hu been 
eiitend undrf colninn Eft. 


Mir. fJliii'l' 
itiry IVftni'ii'ti lif¬ 
ter tti^lr. ('hjijiliib 


2 :JrJ Oct. 1 H 21 .) 
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Lf), It will be obijorv(^d fliat in both tho lists of 1844 ^nd in||^ORe 
of IS 17 llic esLimatud annual value of the Surlnjam was shown to bo 
Rfl. 3,029-14-1, or nearly three times the amount originally granted; why 
thin entry Was maJo in the revised lists I cannot understand, aa it 
showed, not the actual value of the holding, but the valuation (Tuaka) 
which had been assigned to It many centuries previouiily under the 
Msihoincdan Ciovernment, and this was staled in the 20lh column, 
headed “ Kemarks,*^ of the lists, in which the following entry is to bo 
found 

The Collector slates that the toia.1 amount entered under column 
9 is the Tuiika amount of ihu Suriujain*’^ 

17, Tlic village of Maloonjch was omlUcd in the revised lists, and 
the fullowjugcjiijlauation aflordedin the 30lh column, of Remarks'^ i— 

TIjjh village was enjoyed by this person without any right, con¬ 
trol] ucnlly till! revenue realized by him from the village up to his 
dcalh should bo deducted in tho event of a pension being granted to 
lilfilioim/' 

18* This ILiformation, upon which the revenue of Maloonjeh from 
1319 to LBtJl has been dcduclcd from Ihe pension now grantcif, way 
fnruUhcd to (he Agent for fciirdars by the Collector of Ahmodjiuggnr, 
whose record?, liowevcr, contained Mr, Chaidiids order of the 21lh No- 
vember 131*J, granting (he viJIage, a copy of which was latidy idjlained 
fro in thii; t Police lor"?: Otlicc by the A geiil, and brought to the notice of 
(Government in the Uyd paragraph of his report No. 401, of the 30tlj 
July liist. 

L9. Tho original letlcr from Mr. bllplilnstonc to Air. Cliaplin, tpiolcd 
111 my Ord pamgrapli, ha^ been foviiid partially destroyed, and witli 
cjfiuT valiiahio doemncjits in the sfamc condition, among a number of 
pa|)erri whicii were lying loose iri the Agoutis Othce, until made over 
to me under the orders of Uovcnimcnl eonveyeil in the Ohief Scere- 
tary’s letter No, of (he otKh November 

20. The amoiiiTit of annual peiiEdon to be granleil In this case was, 

aceordinglo liic revised lists, Ra. Tins, however, appears to have 

been incorrect, as the sum Actually paid 1 find, from the AgeUl^s leltcr 
No, 500, of the 0th November IBoO, to be Rs. 1,070-2-6j. 

21. Tn the revised lists submilled on the 26lh October 1347, arrears 
arc shown to be payable only up to the 29lli December 1844, whereas 
they appear from the Agent's letter quoted in the lust paragraph to have 
been paid up to September 1350, the latter being, I apprehend, correct, 

22. lJut the uiiioimt of annual pension aduftlly paid haa been ascer¬ 
tained and fixed under circumstances which it Beema to me moBt 
necessary to bring to the notice of Government, affording, as they do, n 
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rkabl« IHaetr^liozi or the advantftg«« ^hich ^iU be realUed iiiidir 
lion of the Orders issued in the Chief Semcary^s tetter No. G42^ 
shruary 1654. 

ten the oalcnlatfon fixing Jhw peileloti wns made b]^ the Agents 
Tctor of Ahmednuggur was recjtiested to fornlsh aoeouets of the 
lllagee specified in paragraph dof this Uueer had coqapnsed 

tSarjnj&m for the ten years pteceding Mahomed AbdooL £n3ttr^s 
^ath on the SOth S^ptembar 1031. i. ^ 

S14. Accounts for the ten years preceding Mahomed Abdooi Eadur’s 
death were not fortbeotning^* and the Agent eventually calcnlaled the 
amount of pension from eucli acoounts aa could be farnished, and in the 
case of Jafierabad from accounts of the Oavsnment^ 

25. The Koolkurnee of Maloonjeh furnished no accountspf any sprt 

fat any period preceding Mahomed Abdooi Kadur^S death, ell these 
documents having, it was stated^ been swept away by a flood out of a 
temple in which they had been placed. The atpount which it was - 
proposed to deduct on account of the sappMfd nnanthorised holding 
of Malooojeh was fixed from accounts for the ten years to 

Mahomed Abdooi Kadur’s death. 

26. But three^fifihs of oven these accounts, from which the state¬ 
ments referred to in paragraph 24 of this letter, furnished to the Agent, 
purported to have been framed, arc apparently not now"in existenoa, as 
they are not among the documents received from the Mamiutdar of tbe^ 
disirlcti who reports (No, 750, of the 3rd September 1853) having for¬ 
warded to me all the accounts of these villages which are forthccinlng 
from Ilia own records or from the heiediitary district and village office. 

27. X called for thesa accounts, because I found that in 1846 atatc^ 
menu had been framedf by the district officer, in which the amounts 
differed malcrtally from those entered in the statements Ust furnished 
(referred to in paragraph 24 of this Jette^; and as in most cases tbo 
years purported to be tbc same, it seemed very desirable to aacertatu 
whether such differeticc was attributable to error or to fraud. 

23. In the case of this Surinjam, OovcTumeot have sanclioncd (Chief 
Secretary*?Ietter No. 4667, of tho 12lh September 1350) the division of 
the pension due according to the Surinjam Rules to the seoond genera¬ 
tion from the coniiucst,—two-thirds to Mahomed Kssub, the elddst aon 
of the late SurinjamdarT and one-lhird to the youngey son, Goolam Hoos^ ^ 
seln. I take this opportunity of soliciting'informnlion regarding the 
rules uador which peiision,s are granted on the Upac of Burinjams^ and 
whether, excepting in special cases, such penitodi are cOntinuabte only 

* Ysd No. 6!2, of the 25tb Jjmunry l§50j &oia tbe CoUeetoT of Afitaa^yil^^ipir to 
for SjjtloTV. ^ "4^ * 

t PofWKrM to ths ,Agent for Shd m froia tti# Ahmedna^ptr ColkHorVCMf^^j^jMi i TiJ 
No. of ths 6tb October I94& .V 
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during tlic lir^timeof the cld«it ?on,or If whether ench sliare 
at the death of the non in the enjoymont of it, 

S9. h only re mama to submit BTi opinion upon tho dal (tie BOW 
Aa reg.irds the auiTi of Ea, £>,806-8-6 dad acted undoT Ihe suppod^B 
that the village of Mdoonjeh had been impropejly hold by Mahom^ 
Abdool Radar, I apprehend that it abould be refunded to hia aotia, the 
prcaont claimant**, na it le dearly eaiabliahed (paragraphs G to 6 of tllis 
loiter) that the viUage was formally made over to him under the orders 
of the Deccan Commiesiouer, at the desire of the Governor, Mr, Elphin- 
atonc 

GO, But should Governmont adopt my view of the ob**c, the request 
that thi^ village of Maloonjdi may be included in the Snriujatn, half 
llie net proceeds of which the claimants btc to receive in >he shape of a 
pension, must bo rejoctoJ; for although the village was undoubtedly 
made over by the British Government to Mahomed Abdcol Kador, it 
^cemv to me equally dear that it was through oversight (paragraphs 7 to 
10 of this letter) alone that he was allowed to retain it, in addition to 
tho handsome provision mado for him under the orders of Oovernment, 
three years after Mmloonjeh had been granted to him. Should Govern- 
meut decide on refunding the amount deducted on account of Maloon- 
jeh, tho family will have profited to a considerable amount by an over- 
eight, the perpetuation of which they cannot surely with any degree 
of reason expect, much leas claim. 

^ I have the honour to be, Acc. 

(Signed) T. A Cowpca, Captain, 
Assistant Inam Cominhaioner 


* No 3103 

Dated Bit^auvif 29th March 1854. 

Mr. LcGeyt is of opinion that tho grant of Maloonjeh in J0i9 was a 
grant ** irrespective^^ of the oqe afterwards made in 1322. 

2 CapUin Cowper, Asslatant Inam Commissioner, considers that 
it wa^ intended that the village should have been included in the grant 
of 1322, or eUe resumed when that grant wair made. (See letter 
No. 117, dated 18th March 1951, herewith forwarded.) 

G. Mr. Warden, in 1844, apparently placed the same interpretation 
on the early proceedings, as be entered the village in the revised Ueta* 
as of the g^'ant oj 1832,—error, however, which Captain Gowper 
puim out in paragmph 14^ m it is clear that Maloonjeh was given 
ln,J.819 
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^|||( Mr. Btowiif in 1847^ stated that Maloonjeh enjoyed " without 
^ at bU, and dodactcd Rt. fiom the 4)Oftsiotl iu 

TfHt loam Commissioner begs to state that he oonoura wllb Afr. 
*>■ l^Gcytin regarding thia grajitjis one “ irreapeotife*' of the grant of 
iSdS* The grant of 1B2U ^designated a “Jagbeet*^ orSurlnjam grantt 
ra4de as a pioviaion to tbe Moonshce for Ati great services, and as c&pi^ 
pensatioii. for his serious tosses^ sufm^ed after 1819^ in the Nixadt^ 
country. 

6. But the grant of 1819 waV made to the Moonsbee^s son on very 
different grounds 

** Kadar Salieb (the Moonahee'a son) kaisTs on a Tetter lie is a 

good fa I to W| and bia father^ whois less so^ was useful during^ our 

trouble'! before tljo war.*^ 

So Mr Hlphinstonej who well knew at the time of the grant that tha 
Afoonab^o himself was most liberally provided for in the T^'izam^s conn-' 
try^ gave the village to the Moonahee^s gou partly bccaute be was a 
“ good fellow," 

7. Whenf as above stated, the Moonsbee lost his possessions in the 
Nizami territory, Mr. Elphla&tone, m 1822, gave hi/u a Jagheer of 
R'*. lOjOOOj of which the son wa* to havo Ra, 3,000, No allusion wa^ 
made to Matoonjeh, and therefore the laam Commi^t^ioner thinks that 
there ia not suJhcieiit evidence to declare that it w,is the intention of 
Oovernment to include Maloonjeh in the grant of E^. 3,000, Jlc re> 
gards the grant of Mnloonjch dimply as a gift or ^^Bukalieesh" nmde to 
the Moon'^liee's 'ion, and not a BturiDjam granU 

8. With these views he arrives, though upon djUerent ground.^^, at 
the same conclusion aa hia Aaeistant, Captain Cowper, in the twowclos- 
ing paragraphs of his report.* The sum of Rs. 5,806-8-0 should, Ito 
submitsi ba refunded to Kadur Saheb's sonsi and Maloonjch sZiould bo 
regarded as a lapse to (he British GoveiniueSb and should form no part 
of the calculation in determining the pension on account of the Surinjain^* 

* 9. In pamgraplia 16 to 21 ocriain inaccurariea are brought to light, 
and in paragraphs 32 to 37 Captain Cowper noliecs the unsatisfactory, 
basis upon which the calculation of the value of the pemlon ha^ been 
made, and shows how edvantbgeously the Government order No* CJ2, 
of 6ih February 1854, is likely to operale. 

10. The decision of Government is soUcIted on the subject of 
paragraph 38 

(Signed) C, 

lonm Commissioner. 
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APPENDIX V. 




No, 8177 OF 1855. 

•i 


Fqli riCAL BspAi^miriri'A;' 


To R* KtiAY-^, ^ 

Ag«nt for SirdaTS m the Deocao* 


£1ir,^ 1 am difcrted by ibe Right Honorable (be Governor in Connell 
to acknowledge (he receipt of Mr. LnOeyt’s report No, 401^ dated the 
30th July J953, upon n pelition from Mahomed Eeaab Khan wu* 
lud Mnhomed Abdool Kadutr KhnU} cfaimlng the sum of Ba. 5f&0B>8*6t 
deducted from arrears duo to him on account of a pension granted on 
tUu rcMumplion of his late father’s Surinjam, 

3. In reply) 1 nn desired to transmit for yoar information and guid¬ 
ance copy of a Resolution pushed by Government in this case^ under 
date the 30tZi Muroh lush ^ith trunsciipta of the documents therein 
alluded to, being a report No. 3163, dated the 39th March 1864, from 


Mr. Manson, then Sole Inam Commismoner, and its enclosed commu¬ 


nication fiom Captain Cowper, of the ISih of the same mouth. 


1 have the honour to be, 

(Signed) H. L. Anderson, 

£omba^ VasiiCf 2/iit June 18o5 Secretary to Government. 


Rcmlntion jiimed bff Covernmmt on the 30/A March 1836, 

RU'florH^cD,—Mahomed Huneef, the grandfather of the claimants of 
the pension, e^thibited in No, 5 of Class IV, of Mr. Brown's revised 
lists, whb Mnon^hcc in the Poona Reeidcncy from the year 1803 to the 
oonqne«*t of I be Decenn. 

2. 11c held a Jaghorr A the Nlzam'a country, of which he was de¬ 
prived in consequence of certain arrangements conclnde^ between iha 
llrilish Government and the Court of Hyderabad. The Honorublo Mr* 
^KIphinAtono in 1831 granted to him a Jaghcer of Es. 7,000, and Co tijs 

^ SOD Abdool Radar a Jnghecr of Hs, 3,OOQ per annum, as a cornpeneation 
for the loss of the Jogbecr in the Nizam's country. 

3. Before this grant of Jagheers, Mr, Blphin^totie hud requested Mr.^ 
Chaplin to give to Abdcol Kadnr a village of small yaluc, because bo 

. was good fellow," and because his father (Mahomed Htincef) had 
perforreodtuseful bcrvices to the Stale. Mr, Chaplin, in accordance 
with Hf^Sf^instructiuiifl, directed the Collector of Abrnedauggur In 131$ 
l*> over to Mahomed Abdool Kadur the village of MatooDjeb* 

fK It will thus be ecen that Abdool Kadur obtaiDed two grants ,—Isif 
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iutp&KDix y, 

In ibk fUl^e of Alalooni«li: Und^ In 18Si a JqkImt of Es* 3,000 

JlAd In tddl^ and the Jaghoe^ mod villmgo wol4 rnttinied. In 
C3| 1$44, preparod by Mr, Pardon, his sona entered fur A 
-{Mnotn equol to Imlf the irelno of the pet preeeeds of the Jagbeer, in 
' tf^AtcA fAe villc^gt of Ufahonjeh ^ai inclvdedt ns pa^t of the gtant of 1921 r 
wherees it wai a separato^and diadnct grent of 1819, 

6^ This error was correoted in Mr. Brown’s which, howc^vet;;'con¬ 
tained certain other errors relative U> the valae of the graut, which 
alao appeared in Mr, Warden’s lists, but which arc not material to (he 
present dUcussion But a question was raised by Mr, Brown as to 
whether the village of Mttloonjeh had not been wrongfully held by 
Abdool Kadur in addition to the Jagheer, and aceordingty the amount 
received during thirteen years ftotn the village Was deducted from the 
artears of penj^ion due to liis trons from the date of their father’s 
death, 

7, It should here be observed that Abdool Eadnr Left two sod% one^ 
Mahomed EM&ub, by his first wife, the otherj Goolam Hoossetn, by a 
woman whoso marriage by Nika was impugned in 183S, and was long 
und^r disenasinn. The Governnaent jn 18tj0 approved of an amicable 
arrangement, by which two-thirds of^he pension was taken by MahO’ 
mod Essub, and the remaining third by Ills brother, 

8. The qat-stions now prci>ented to Government, In consequence of 
a pelitiou from Mahomed E<isuB, are,—^ 

1 . 

tif —Should the sum of Rs, 5,808, the amount drawn by Abdool 
Kadur from the village of Maloonjeh, have been deducted from the 
amount of arrears of pensiod which was due to Abdool Kadur'a bons? 

2W,—Should the village of Maloonjeh have been taken into thj 
acconnta In calculating the amount of pension due to Abdool Ka- 
dur’s sions? 

0. The Right Honorable the Governor in Council has no doubt 
wfaatt;\ef that Mr, Brown’s view on the first question was not correot. 
That gentleman considered it was intended that Maloonjeh should form 
a part of the Jagheer of Ba, 3,000 granted in 1821, and^^t, therefore, 
the Tevenuesor tbe village, being In excess of (he annual stun of Re, 3,000, 
frUould be refiindedt Cepiaiti Cow per considers that no fraud or coaceal« 
ment was contemplated by Abdool Eadur, but that an error or omission 
was made by Mr. Chaplfu. The Eight Honorabte the Governor in. 
Council does not exactly ooDcur in this view^ He observes that MalodJl'' 
jeh was granted to Abdool Eadur when*the furnDy possessed irlarge 
Jagheer* He considers^ therefore, It would not be reasonable to conclude 
It wae intended to take that village away wlicn the bmily, deprived of 
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ArPEpr&Jif V* 


the targe J^gbecr, receiving n imall one He haft do 

whatrver that tlio village waa granted irraflpeelive of ihe Jaghoer, wJiioh 
IS al5o ti)(' opinion of Mr. LcQeytf ihS Agent for Sirdan, and Mr, Maaaoo^ 
Inam Commissioner. He ibei^fore coQsidera tliat the anioiinl'^ of 
rrvcnin^s dfiiwn by Abdool KaJur from Maloonjali wao wroogf^^y 
tractnd from the arrean of the penaion doe to the sonaf and ts pleased'to 
tlirccl llie repayment of the same* 

to. The aecond question raiaed by Mahomed Eeeub ia whether^ in 
granting a pension equivalent to a moiety of the net proceeda of hia father*! 
hfuTitijam, llic vtUage of Maloonjeh should not be taken into acoonntj 
and a mtn equal to half of ite net revenues granted. The Eight Honor* 
able the (rovernor in Council is clearly of opimon that tbta claim la 
Inadmipeiblc^ The village was a mere “BukshceAh** or gift to Abdoot 
Kador, boeause he was good fellow/’ whose father bad done^good 
service. This point la put very clearly by Mr. Mammon, and the Right 
Honorable the Governor in Council has no dodbt whatever that the 
Rtilos lelating to the grant of pensions on the resumption of Sarinjams 
do not apply to a grant of this nalurc, and that, therefore, Maloonjeh 
should not bo admitted into the account when the amount of peuaion 
in lieu of the Surinjam U determined. 

11, With reference to the fax^ts stated in parj^graphs 16 lo 20 of 
Cuplain Cowpet^s report, the Agent for Sirdars should be instructed to 
adjust-thc amount of the punsion assigned, by taking the average of the 
three years subsequenL to October 185^ (when the pension was fiaady 
assigned), ai» provided in. the Government letter No, 642, of the 6tb 
February 1^54. 

12. In Ills 2Rth paragraph Captain Cowper alludes lo the Govern¬ 
ment letter of the 12i[i September 1850, in which the payment of two* 
thirds of the pension to Mahomed Rlssub, and of ouc-thirii to Goolam 
llooi^scfn, was t^uiiclioncd. The Right Honorable the Governor in 
Council i? iticlined to the opinion that it would have been better if 
Government Imd i^fraiued from any interference with the dispute; had 
paid the pension to the eldc&t son ; and had left the yonngcr son to 
establish his iDgitimncy, and his consequent ulaim to a provision from 
bis elder brother, in n court of law. But as the letter of E^ptember 1850 
may in some manner be regardec^ns a guarantee to Goolam Hoossein, 
the Right Honorable the Oovernor in Council will not disturb the 
arrangeinent formerly mode. In fuiUTCj hewever, he considers that, 
except in speclnl ease^, pensions granted on the lapse of Burlnjaras 
shoiild be continupd otily during the lifetime of the eldest son of the 
loM Suiiiijamdar, 


' * To tmikt ihc Titla^ faroi t ptit of ttiA JAgbecr of A*. 3>Q(H> i^oukl ht equiriklife to UkiD^ 
it *Kv*y, f 
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Paru§^dpht 7 ^ *fdtAnd 75 a Despatch from the Honorable 
iiki Court qfDirectorSf dated ihe 12th December^ No. 37 of 1955 . 

► Tl^ , 

Ilia now oleorly provod that Mahomed Abdool I^ador Khan 

* htitaei Womed Ei^ village of MdooBjeh uader a valid grant 

mh ^twa tci the uitn of from Mr* Chaplin, authomed by Mr* ElpbinbtoDO, 


frL °®** •* aui>po*t-d, without litle ( aad the 

Accuuntat hpcn^ioagrut^*^ proceeds, iheroforo^ ought not to have been do- 

ducted from the urreu« of pension doe to the 
fAthffe Mabi^ed Abdod son. The name of the Collector of Ahinrdniig- 
Ketlur Khan. furiiishpd the jQCorrrct informaUon 

(althWgh hU own records coniamed Mr Chaplinas order) should have 
been stated 


73. Yon have very properly ordered the payment of I he amoont 
erroneously withheld. But the claim of Mahomed l^sstib KKan to have 
the revenues of Malnocjch taken into accoqnt in ealculatmg the half 
proceeds for his pcn^^lon was, a^ yon considered it to be, in admissible! 
MaloonjiPh being no Suiinjam, but a perional gift (u the individual. 

75* The pension (by the Surinjam RuIch) should have 'been granted 
to tUc eldest son only; therefore the GovcrnTOCnt fn X8o0 should not 
have required the a^^^ngnment of a third of the amount to his younger 
brother, and should have declared that tlie whole pension would iapie 
on the death of the elder We shall not, howover, now object to 
the continuance of the two portions as separate iifo pensions to tho 
brothers. 




APPENOIX W. 


No. or iHjj. 

I\n.nn ^1. nrr.vii r«j;M'. 

I■lnlll T, A. Cowi't:Rj 

hiiUiL CcHiiitiu>^si(jin^r Notthmi Hivisjou, 

*ro Jl. L. ANiJiiii-^oXj Ksff., 

SfTietJiiy novmmioiUj Bi>ml>!3y. 

ihited IJjM Antjmi 

* 

Sill,—I liaii‘ ills? lionoHr to it'ptJi’T upon flic Suiinjaru iintMvd as No. A of 
Li}>l Tti llic' luvoK' of Nariiyi'n TSalkn^liiui Kuiiuday^ In iLir U’vw>il IjsIs 
M ihiiiUl^'il Itr (juvi'niiiuajt l>y lliu for Mr- Ui'o\sn, mi tlie 'Jfjih 

Oi^tobn JHi7. 

i?. Thi" stalt^ninii pii^jiarttl by Mr. Ktpljiii^^torif''!; Srnrotary, -Mf. ."^fcDoJi- 
in‘!l^ etoirEiiiii^i Llio ibjEou'iiiiii I’litrY, No. { iu the (Jlafsi ul Silk'dais:— 

“ No- ‘-L— B.ilkiitihna CiuiiL'D.tlluir.—E mI. 

“ J Aoiiivrii. 

Mi>ujo Kntlooh, Tillaf Vellumj Taiixjika Anj[ 111 wulf ..Jf'-. hb? J'J O 

Jloup' Kli!ino\^, Tuiul'Tullojui^ Ttikiuka Ntenil i\ o 

Total.j;s. \/itu t:> 0 

Thi’ ^lllcilar's sfaU'inciit and the Uukur acrouiit aj^ivc to a fiaeLion. 

By thi‘ aecoimls f'lDm thi: disfiiet tliu codec linn jlrojii Kollook aniourilh to 

Jfft. ; till' otlier village went m the eci^iou of 1817, mucu wlik'U lir has 

not enjoye[I it.” 

tk 111 the Suniijain |i$ts sent by BIr-. Dphin^toiLc on the :2>jlh Ot fuW 
18If) to tim ^sapreme Government the Suriiijain of linlkrishna (JuiairethELr 
was enten-d os shown below. It consisted of one village, Kotlook ; (he oil,.: i, 
KlianoWf dcmibetl by Mr. McDoiinolJ as having gone liic ecs^don of 
1837, Miiee Vrliith he lias not enji^yed iV wai? excluded, 
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6. Tms of jin|io[taiiet; to ijipfe lltat this pen von vv^is not exirpretl—\iheie nil 
pen^iim'i j^rmted in lien of Sni iiqunis resumed l>y the ihitiJi tkivemmuni \¥crr 
eiitcicd —in Mr, h^Jjihmstoue's li^l^. 

(i. In a letter dated the Nth July JH:||, the t'rJIeelor of I'ocuuirepotti^l the 
death, on the titfi of tht; pretcdioi-uioiith,of IlalkiKhiia CJtm^lldlllu Ksiiiuftiiy; 
lutd in tlieif Thief .Sw n tary"'^ letter A'o. UfjJI2 Op the .Itll Au^^uit fulloiiiii^, 
Iluvermiient ordered the resumption of the Suriiijam, cotisistUif^ ofllie villaj^e 
Kotlook ; the ‘tisigii of TN, 7tM per nimiini wus uiso dkcontlmted^ 

7* Tiidci tljc fam;oin^ eireTimstaiit'e.s, tht‘ iSminjum wa^ tiot shown in any 
of the li^'N fiTxnied in the oftitc of the A^etit tor S^hdma iKdween 18131 and 
1844, ill wJiieli latter year it ^tas entiTed titi follows iit fJic lists jire]nuy?d hy 
the Apent, Mr* Warden, mu I submitted by Jiim to Ooveriimeut on the 2yth 
December, Not only, Juawever, was the village of Kotlook entered, but the 
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W'iijlU'ii^s li'hl-t lUTe irfurnctl for ruvi'^inii to hi'i sut'Cf’s'ior, lVJr» 
Hrowii, vvith Ihr rliirfSiH n lEin’*.lt‘Eti'r ISo. 1 of flio !^|li Miij L8 i(i, tJi ptm. 
22 itf ^^!iJt;li tilt' foilo’iviuj^ iiihlibii'tiniis this SuriiijEiiii wi'ii^ :— 

*' No. 2 ol' T,]'^L 1.—Tfii^ SiijiiijEOjj i'l rntciTil in tin* ^l^^ hh bt'in^ of tho 
iitLiiiiiil Vidor ijf It'-, i,ot 17-12-Oj willrU forirspomk Hilli IIIr miintitit mcii- 
tiiPiircl ill n li^t ot Stu iiijUTii^ |)i'r|)rn'E'd by Mt. (lljijipllii in JN^Ih 2'Ijis £jU' 
rinjiun i'^ not cjitrred in thr li'-ts piTjinri'ft in lJS2t mid IH-IO* No iutbrjiiii- 
tion t'nn i>Q Iroi'i'd ini thr ri'rouU of tiovrmuKint in iryard to wbfii, and 
iindtii- whiU c■i^^E uni'itaijrr-^, till's Siinujiini wu'i iC'^iiuird, Juibrniatinn i^^, 
tlaiirrorr, rcipn>iiti‘d npoii (hr suhjrcb ^nid uKo ft's to how many Ujitiiili 
^ranlreis have Iield this ^ 1 ^ 111 .*' 


fh I have mat been able in ihseover the tlooninrnt drsei ibed by Govern- 
meiit as " a li^t of Snncijams propEiird by .Air. Ghupliii io 1^20," in wliidi the 
ainiinil value oftbiis Snriiijatn h ralrredai 1?^* J^.jb7-12-0, uiiirh a*J I have 
e.\[duit]C‘d in pani^ajih % the value of boifi tfw Siirifi/um utni the pe/tuttH. Jn 
the register of i?uTmjams uetnully rtMored, v^bicb Mr. CJliaplin EubmitUd to 
Goverimieni on tlie 2Klli lletEiber IJ^22, the Suiinjam h .'ihoivji of iho annual 
value of Its. 807-12-0* that assi^^iied to the village of Kutlook in Mr. 
Mu Donne M’s memo ran dum. purag^raph 2 of this irporl.) 

lib Mr. Brown, in R'jdy lo the order qiiotud in paraptiph 8, in form cd 
f lovtrnnieiit {paragrajdi of the Agent's I of ter Ni>» 178 of the 2dth Gttober 
1H47), when stibniitting Ida revised lists*— 

'^20. TlieoxjilainUion required regardiiig No* 2 of List No* 4 of Mr. War- 
lien's revised li&t wUlbc found! in No. 4 of LUt No. 4 of my revised list/* 

H- The enli'v in the revised lists wa^ as follows. 
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\2. Tills ('iiliy in (lio U‘visod lirtts aj^ptuvs tn have been iiu-nn-eot In tho 
Iblbnuii!^ lijstmire^:— 


—'J’lie vibuj^e i>f KharimVj U'likh liiid never been held n1 alb 
beriij Eis (It'MNiherl by ilr* ATeDoiHielL (we ]>tirsi.i^i'ap1i 2 efthU re[Kir1) h>.sL 
ill liie ressiun nf Isl7, ^tiirc wlitdi lie lias iinL Mijfjyetl iveis shown 
(rohimii H) to Irave l>eni \iM in Sui'injHni^ Hint tn hu.ve been (rnliimii 1-i) 
itmiilii'eI by the Ihilish (hivf-imuent in A- n* iMIiJ ; niiil Mr liipbinstniie'.s 
iwipiiiniendiitiuii reo;udiii£; llie nne \iLIui^e (KnUo<ik} neLiuilly Jiehl was 
made apply nUo (e oluinn 1^)) to llir othetj wlikli had never berm 
i^hl i>red< 

2iifi .—‘111 the column nl" “ Remarks*' the pension was if'liuwn ; buf'evc'U 
siip)ioi:]in^ it to have been li pi'iMlon ii nnnrty id'^^hu-b \\n>t pmpeily conli- 
niiablet it slionld have euteied in (be prtwoit Ir^ts nbi<di the A^mL 
Md>jnilfeii at the sjiino tinie^ uiirl in wbieb be <Iid etiier imoiher jjrreiM'iv 
similar piiisioii (repoi'lt^il on in llie liiaiii CommLss[guvr^s letter ^o^ 9'J1 of 
the ‘^gth Aiij^iist If^-M). 


1th TJir imleis gf tin: I hiiicn'iible thnirt of DiiiTtors, aergidiii^ a ■;eneiiil 
samdion lo llie revised lisls^ ^\ere eomniuiiiruted to the A^eiiL tor SiKhii^ in 
tlK^ i‘bier Seeretury’s lett(T Not Hd47t of the Kith August lSl!h 

H. On the KHli (h'U>b<'r 1W5U Namyen Balkrishiia unide a jietiiion tn 
(h>vei nnieiitj n^tine-stiiij^ that oidert^ miL;ht he issued Ibr the speedy j>iiyjnent 
id'tbi' pensign ^runled him. 

Kr^ In I'ejioitln^ on thi^ petition, the A^-istinil A'^ent jiifljrmt’^l (loverii- 
inent on ihe'Jlith Oetoher iHolb — 


Tlie t\)l[rett)r gf Unlnai^berry lins been |■e<pleHted to forward to (liLs 
dejKirtiiieut uiTounts gf the viibn;es eoinjn i^iiii^ the Sm iiijam for ten years 
previLm> to the dale of roMiniiitioiij whieh took pJaeu in iHdL As sixm ii 4 
tlie^e ueronntsi liuve been rert'ived tlie jjelitbniei'.s tiise will he battled/’ 

1th i am not able to uiidc^ivInTHl the fgref^gini^ e\phi nation^ ln'eause the 
informaliou de.-ierjb“d in 1K.>[) n'. reipiired from the (’olWhir of ifntna^hcriy 
was afforded in the eohimn of* Remarks^* <if the revised list'i framed in lH47 ; 
at Itatit, !i4(> it would appi^ir from the entry r^UEilL'd in piiragmph 11 of ihiit 
letter. 

17. On the iJlJril January iSgl, Oovernmenb in their fdiief Seeretiiry's 
letter No. ‘JjKi, figain ilivvv the atteniigii of the Agent to fliis ejtsc. 

18* (jovermimut were in reply iiifEJi niwl on the Ikd FcbrnLiry iHdlj— 


“ [n the ease of iS’arayeii jbdkrklmu Kaimday^ entered No, 4 in the 
revised Surinjam List No, 4, the Collector of Rutna^herry im he«i lequesl- 
fd by Afr. Hunter !o forwiird the niroimts of the Suriiijam villages^ iu 
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nrii**]* to liim to Crilculatc the stuioiininfpf'nsioti to wliirli lliiil jx^isnn 

if^ eiilitleJ, Wlioii tliese have been rpeeiverj the ijoeiiioji will be anf^ioric^ii 

to hjm/* 

J^h 111 his letter 14oof the ^^t]l AjiiH ISol^ (he Aireiit lor 

Mr. mtormccJ GovLTiiiiniit,^— 

*^\Vitli refeienreto tliethltd pnim eont^ihied in Mr. Kea^V letlei \o. Tri 
(hUed the ^Jrd Febniai'V hWt I liave the Imnonr to rejiort flu* death ui Na- 
rayi^n Ihdkiihhna Kaimday^ wUluuit male iw'iiie, on the v!Oth ultimo." 

20. NotUinj^ mm aji|ie!ii'^ to have been dour, and imthhiir mmi*; to have 
been j>aid sm aeeovuit of the jteiHiim, althnnoU { am i;[ven to uudetMinul that 
Naniyen FhiRji'ihnu ha*'leh n IrL*aI reiaT-euHulive (^ee jiai'aL;inpli ^7 of Uik 
l( (tej b ttj wlnmb in sm h t ie^e^ nil uin^ars justly dui‘ up (o the diittt uf [Nsuayeii 
Thitki'i'-hnaV death 1 apineheiid, he pii\abh\ 

Ul. T!ii‘ amotiut ot" peiisioji sliuaii in ibe revised lisW ineluded Tme-half ttf 
ili.l1 granted by Mr. l■dphill'^loli^ fo Ihilkn^lina Gim^sidhiir dmiii:^ Imhtetinie, 
^o portion mT fhi<, honevet’, i‘^, I ajijirelu'iulj eouthiiuilile iiinfer any evisUn^ 
rith% Sis the jini’^ion Eir.inted enlirely asajisn'1 of j;3rai‘e, and not in lieu ot^ 
nr ill eoinnintutiNii Ibr EiTivtlnui< re'^imied In the Ibitisb t lovecnment. 

% bT j-* 

22^ Hefhre ennelndiTr^ (fii- rf'|jiirt^ 1 have to biin;; to notiee the rcmarksihlc 
f:iel of .Xiiisiven Ibdkrishiisi Ktunnlny having, on the Ani^uftt lH4!b—that 
Is iu ssiy tell Ihe lloia»rahle t'otift’s sanetion io tlie r{^\iin'd 11 ^ 1*4 

luid liei'Ji eomiiiuniesiled 1o the Ai^eut for Sinluis ^see paraii^iaplL 13 of thin 
repoil b—eKenited in Ikvour of one V'ittul Finulooruni; Kuvvutkiiir^ u lesidi^ntof 
St fiueameid, hcie\4ith ti an‘emitted in eii^iiiul (marked A), biuctiii;^ 
himsL'lfto pay, iu tlie event of his re-eoivin^ a pension, onc-half of tlie arrears, 
stud a future iinuual sum innuuntiii^ to one-<-i^[ith of (he pejision, to the said 
VlltuL IhindooriiU” Kawsukni', who was, in eonsiiieialion theivof, iu mako the 
iieressusy ** Khulpul." 

1*3. The doemneiit passed hy i^'arayi'ii fiitki'ishiia Kanuday, a tramlalioii 
rdwhidi Uanht\eii (snarked 11 s, reeiipitalate^j it will be obsi^rved, the fart of 
his not bavine up to that date tthe 2-ht} Aijenst 1H1!^J beurd anytluni^ regnrd- 
]n|r his ]>i'ospcet ol obtuiniii^ a pcnsloin 
2i* Thu jirrcars, aec'ordtn^ to the ealcnlution made ill tlie revised [kts, hud, 
when this bond wa’t uveeuh tl, rentbed tlie sum <d’ fm e/iotismd so that 

lialfof thU large amount together vvidi an siiuiital peuskm of nearly Its. Kltl, 
eunslitutcd the bniniia to he paid Ibr the ohlainmcnl not laercly of a pension 
dm giant of which Vittid Panduorung Kawutkur eould by no legiuinatu 
means either cx]>editn or retard, but <if u ju'iision speeiKu oider.s for the pay¬ 
ment of which iiad ten duyj^ preuuujily reached Poona. 

"i5. I have been able to aseei tain the precise eircumHtances nuder wlueh 
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HtiH , [Im'j -aiv dt'(;iifril in Iul) LmiislaUoiL-^ eiI 

isLiE'Iij CJ uml 0, am uucl tiiny lie Inielly dt’JiCiibt'd 

Jblb^ws. 


:Jfr. 'J'liu j}ns[iii in fU\oiu thi^ iLi^cd ilmwii utit inau'Iy jiut 

lit the jiun'Sfaitv of the name uJ' Diijhin fioortnijee, who 

nas n:j: I'rahty oue of tlie piiueiiial^ hi the Iranr^actioiL JTc ot that 
tiiiR- einjihjj'f d in the Ihiona IJullur* huvia^ held a sitimtiun in the oflire ul 
the At;i'iit I'ur Sirdars Ihnn IIIecouinicnecmeiit of the British rule till lH4;3fir 
llirii-iilniiit^^ wlieii hr ohtiiliK'd a [a'ciHioii^ and Lb iion nreivud an appoinlnieiiit 
therrH This iatfounts fhrtlic ihlliiriire he waa snppoj;ed to hr ahlc to eirieise. 

Ii7. IhuidooruiiL; tioviiid Joshre, wbi was retjuired to nidorse Narayrn 
Ihilknslma'h proinisr, is ilir jirrsoll rrlerlrd to iu psiiii 4 ^ph iJO of this hdtrr. 
Hr is (d sonir iintoih'ly in J*ooTia a4 a tnari of ^rrat iqnitrd sanrtLly^ and lir 
appiMis 1o enjoy I hr im-.nis of i^oinfoi'tablr Mjlisistriire, whlh- XaniyMi Bal- 
kibiiiia Kanuihiy foi sonir years jirior and lip to the date of his dr^ilii in 
a state ofahjert penrHy.^for n leii^Lh of liiuc he uiahitaini^d Jdiusrlf hy srrv- 
jiiLT a I'ook. 


ft srcins lh.it shuilly afti.T thedrrd was eircuti'd I’aridooi'iitii^ Ciovinil 
thishrr hrraiiie awaiv id the iart that the mpiirrd f^aiirlion had airrady 
ivurhrd the Agent's Oilh'e^ and an Iriintlii^ this {Irrlinrd^ asn iimtt^jr of cmiiM'* 
to j][rdrr hinii^rir to pay an etionnous hum for that whtrh hr kiirw to liavr 
U'en Lotted. The traiisartioii then appeal's to hai'e elosed uith the inutuaL 
irtuui uf thr iiOTreinf^iits originally entered into. Ihipoo Ctooroojer is sail) 
to have iierived Lurk, our whiru he had tViinishrd to I'iimhKirmif; (iovind, 
nliit, in ids Uiiii, le^aincd jjo'-sc'ssioni of the dorumetil noiv sulnnittrd lc> 
f iovernim^nt. 


'iSh That thi< deed nf amremeiit is a f^enniiir do{:imient apjtciuii to me 
I'tear. Tliei'e is nuthiti^ whatever tbrtheoniinj^ to impugn the ti^stinioiiy tif 
Jhmdooiun^ (iovintl Joslire, even were it unsnpportedj, whirli, however^ it is 
not, ihrii‘ orthepeisrniii whose lauers apjirar on Iheilettf as \uinessrs havinL^ 
firposrd to the sij^uatuii's beiin^ tlirirs ; two of these piTsuns^ dejHjsirioiis have 
iiern ohtuliird by me imm the (hdTeelor of Sittara; the third induidtial 
resides in Ihuma: hr is a nephew of lViuloornn|^ (jovind^ and his deposition, 
whieli is niui of tliose annexed tis this lei ter (marked D), descnhcp. elearly the 
elreunishmei'S under whirli the doeiiineiit attested Ly liiiii was cxmited. 

3(1. 1 I liivi' thouf;ht it esprrlnlly desirable to place fhiv<‘rninent fully m 

possession of the ciimmslaLiecs niuler Mhieh thitt aurrement iiar^ entered into ; 
fiir whether it may or may not he an illrf;al one, there ran, I apprehmih he no 
douhl whatever that il brlontrs to a rlasa of transarlions whirli it is abs<dntely 
nrcrssaiy to disroui'nL;r and lur^rnl a,'j innrh up possible. There is snrriv 
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srimctiiin^ rHibcdUy m rlu- ii:iU> of things under winch Oven llic lowest 

Miboi^hiatei^ iJi iui offifc can he ijcliovpil to jiossesii and exercise p^nvci' ajul 
influence artnully ^renter ihmi ihat vested lu the liea^l of the departinent to 
which they helonjijf, 

ill. In Jmw far the failnro of iSarayen Halknshna and his n'presentative^ 
Paudoinimg Goviud .loshoe, to coin]ily with die extortionate demands made 
up»n thei]]^ may have been onirteeh^d witli the i]on~[>ayint:nt of the pension 
oixlcied to be ilisbnr''C'<l, it i^ iiinv^ 1 opprdieuil, scareuly possible to tleter- 
iiilne ; it iSj howevci-p eeilain llmt the hir^e aneurs of peii'tion, the payment of 
wliieh uas ulltholi^(^L on ihe iiJtli Ati!;u!'t IH4EJ, leiniiuned iiiidisburs{-d up to 
Niimyen HalkiLima's (hath on tlie 20tli Mareln IHol ; and I find fiiom tlie 
rccoLfU of Mie A;;ent foi that an apjdieation Ibr tlie arrears due up to 

^Vaiaycii IhdkiIsJnia's duith maile to {jovermnent by hid alleged k’;;al 
iepre>riituliv f', Piuiflooiuui^ ind Jo^bee, on thtj Kt Sepleniber and 

uas nei^altved in die hdluuniL^ lejimt of the Ae^nt^ shiec llie date of which 
jiutiiintC ajjj>ouis to have hern tiune-— 

The Aefhie A>:;ent for Sinl^n^ in the Deernn has the liniioiir to report 
that the reijur^ht of the petTlionei to p:iy him the arrears Ibat may be due to 
the deeeEiseii Narayeii rjimol be eutnplii'd uitli. lie may^ however, be le- 
feired fo this de^rartm iil+ ivilb Mich dorunteotary proof n-, lie may have to 
adduce hi support of liiiS ebnm/' 

\ bare the hoimiLT to bf^ 

« 

(Siond) T. A, ('owpEttj f’nptam, 

hiam Coiimiissiuner Noitlicrn Jiivli^ion. 


Tytiifsfitt7fnf intirJirtl li fto ticcumf/am/ Cti/jl/rm T. i\ Cowpjcn, Liat/t ('omtJiis- 

jiflflf/j Li’fUT Nt>. U2l^ of tkc'Z'\ti Attf/ifst nj"(T Drefi of A^re^- 

jKiiSfd i\iVaAyuN UALKnisit^A, alias JiAojEu Kam'dav, residing 
in PfHwa hi ikt Smlnsm Pott, to Vu'rrn PANnoimi "^0 KAwi'TKrit, 
residimj iti Poona zb ike ShttohtyiOHT Pnil^ datftl the Z*itd Anyone 184 JJ 
f3tk Pht/{ff'itptid Shoodj Skuki- 1771 ^. 

My fatlieij tlic late flalkri^lma Cjim^^adhur Kanuday, rendered very import' 
ant nnlitary scivices to Uie J^i'shwa's Uovcrnnicnf, in consideration of which 
the Peshwa, Bajce tlao, assii^ned him for his muinteriancc the village of Kotlook, 
TwrufWaJimbii, TalooLi Azijmiwd^ and the vil]:igeof Kbanpvr, Turuf NeernI, 
Pratit Kullian, ZiJhi Taima, which continued witli my family uj» to the war. 
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Ar thn nuH|nr«if thf viJlni;Ph wpiu nlUicKui], btil suli>Of[HL'nlly, when Mr> 
Kl|)Jun‘'l<>iiu niaiit' !i srUlu»iriit fui |lio Siidinh^ lie co util lut'd tu my tl*c 

vi]ln;ii‘ ol KtAluok, mid asMj^noil an aimuul anLUMuir-f^ oflLs. 70'^ in litia df tlip 
tilluj^r of Khaiidw, IkiIIi (d'vihii’li, Llio vilki^jr ami tliu tudi allowam'f, wem 
I l]y ifiy fathfi uji to his (U'ath on Hio L^i?ikI Jlay iH!3l (1 llli Wuishak 

Slujoilj Shuki' iVIy mollicij Itukhiii'ihat^u, ^Mis llmn^iauled an alLovr- 

jiurii uf IU» 2nth hit'll hlu^ cnjoyt'd ii]» fo lu'i diMtIi on Llic 4lU Novciiilit't’ lH39 
^I'ldi Wudj i^hiikt I Till), Wht'ii ii''^ niullirt tlit'd 1 was a niidor, smrl 

kiH'w nothing ; hiil on Ihu^di OrTh ' 'u Ih my (Kmhart'n), T^anduoruug 
Cioviiid piesL'iiU'ii a jiotiEi'^n in iny uaim\ ^Ignnd tiy hmi,^ hut f liiivd 

iiol yt-l K^ci ivi'd auy irt'|ily, atid uoiluntj, has hci ii lEuiic liy Govoinmt'dt for my 
iiiaiiilE-iMitt-o. 1 liuTti I'diistUiifiai ytm niy Mookliluii' fufCU'tliEed agt^nt)^ by 
giving you a sE'irarlild Wlilttai authuiily^ umh^r dEitr August IWJU,—uii 

p!i|JM tif tim \aliir of liv. [Vo, 711 id, t2ntli AngU't lU, ami Tuiglihli 
Mo. jiii'sciil auuiioiutl') ami to iinu'iit ; to iiiakn KliuL' 

|‘uf, aiul tillinr tjmlfatours ; to get tlnj aJloivaiif’i* held by juy aufcstor't 
(Wjuhtdh cir any giui lioji, coiitinimd fiir my maiuU'iiam n; to obtain the arrears 
^mr( tlindealh [if my fatln'r : ami 1o imove the aimanit ou my bi'balf. If,, 
tlu'icfoic'^ I nhduJd suceft'tl, tlnodgb your pt-tltioiiiiig and ondeavoiirftj with 
the t uivei'miieiit ov aiiyulirie Hsr, in getliiig ivliat my fLimily hi'ldt or any jimt 
(heji'ol fLuUmunl to mt\ I udi umuially givo you a i ngblh ! ibr Hiinrtioned 
amiainl, .liter deilLietmg [i.Uevai is H‘t|UiMlc for e\[Ha]sfSj and i ^vill 
uf"0 gno jtni tijip-lisdf of the aa^mmt I may teciMe nu aerrniat of airciii'N^ fl>L 
\oui pains* WliaLcier evptuse'* you may iimur in tins business you are to 
ih flay yourj^elf,—1 hlmll not Ik' answerable foi ibnm. I a ill aE>t ciuicel the 
MooklitiLiiiiaiua until the tbweijuiirnt decide this business; if ] »buuld 
t'.im'el ig I i\ilJ still [lay you uliat 1 liaie ugreetl toabove^ withmit urging llm 
iurl of my hiding m> cancelled or of my having lahoaied ui the matter my¬ 
self, Jf within Hmr inotilJid ftoiii the date of the Alookhtiariiatiia iiotliiiig 
-houU be done in my cu'sej eithm in the bhajx: of orders issued by Cjovltji 
mnit or an imjiioy in tbe Agent's fbliei^ likely to uid fa^otirably^ hidb the 
MotAlitiarnauia and ihis deed oJ'agrcemeiiL will e^gt^Q to be binding upon me. 

Signed by me on tiic^Ibd August iWdtb WiiUeu by Appajee Itnmchuiidei 
IlluirtAurj residing in Poona^ hi tJic Sudase^w Paitj in lUc liousc of the Nug- 
^'lukur, at the dictation of the prindpaL 

(signed) Na.uavem P^XLSuwnutA.f idhts Uaojee KAt^t^AV, 
Wifm^sneii 

(Signed) Ifuree HulUil PJiatiik, Sotarkur* 

,, Nai.iyeu iluice Juhlici'j leslding in Suda^cw Pait. 
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!, rmidooniTipf Govind fiL'r*?jy ajj^rco tu make f^ood the terms i>! r 3 ]i^ 

uhovi* airieemejit should Kmiuday fiiil to do !;o. Doled a^ olxu'e. 

PA>!noowr>f: Govino Josirnr 

Witnesses^ 

<Si"Ued) Ihiree Hulhil Plmt^kj Sararkiir. 

It ^;o'Jl5e^3 ffmrec JoOu’e, rr^uliuc^ in Sudusew Psiit^ 

>T Itotdio IfumrhiiucU'r Geikhy ('iiiiirhoorktti' 

.^l^hudov^ liaporjj.'e tJuput, 

(Tnie tcatiHliLLioiiji 

t>T“n{'d) 'l\ A, t'upl.tiii, 

iLtitm ('outiLit'sd ]|JM Aoilheiii UiuMoii. 


7)riiisht‘ftii ii}fti ftPrI C (ti} tfff Jiitm CoinmitshtuT 'J\ A, 

t\jwi‘iTTrf; LrUi'r Sti. !L^!^ nf t/te Attifnaf' IMj.jJ, of ri I^ojiosition 
liH svliuft ffjjfnmitfoil ftorn fif tnf i/uft {t/fiar />y PANTtoour^G Gommj 
Josir nr, Hrff/iwtitj a^rd sijri^-jlro i/etfrii* on lnhfifiittfJit of l^ootto, 

hi you iveo^iiise tlitv di'ed tii^tenuriit pu^^'^ed under dutc the 
bill’d Auj^Lisl Hhudrupiid Shiior]^ ^fuikv 1771^ h\ A'suiiyrn llidki isbn:i 

Ktitiiiday, oiifts pyojfv Komiduy, lo Vitiul Psiudoomnn KmMitkiir;f uliieh is 
.vlion'ii yiiu ' 

Aiistr{>r ,— I drj. 

llie Njiviinluie ultnehed to the ciuloraeTm'nt ut the tool of llic deed 

yours f 

A. —1( Is. 

Q.—I’Jie ufor^isidd ('iidni ^^rmcjil is to the ell eel llml in eawe ctf Kauiulay's 
fulling to fulfil Uie agreemfob you mil do io: mIuiIwus the leuson of your 
thus binding; youisiCjir ^ 

A»*^fbpoo Gooroojee told me that he hnid lua t<mij<leuce utilcsa I pledged 
myself, and Iheiofoiv 1 wrote tlie eiulorjseinciit- 

Q.—Tile deed afoie^vaid being passed to Kavvnlk\ir, what coniiectioii had 
Papoo Goorctojee with it ? 

X.—IL was Rivpno Goortiojee who pioposetj and settled rvcrytliing about 
the rh>ed of agreement, hut he did not wish to have it drawn out in Ids name; 
and it was, therefore, at hU define, that the name of Vittul Paiidouiung 
Kawiitkur was entered. 

Q.—How did Dajioo Gooroojee induce you to enter into the above agree¬ 
ment ? 
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^ —jXfl told me that he would endeavot^r ft* get Goverument to grant some- 
thing fur file niiiiiitprianer nl' Naritycn Balkirii^lma Kaiiuday, who was tliCQ a 
t'hild, ill lieu of t)ie Snmijain held hy his Late father. 

lUtl you si^u the eiid(>iv,eMieTif written l^y ymi at the foot of the 
aforoitid nE’i'i^oineni ? 

A,—\ signed it hithc boil'll' iu wlikh I then n^sided^and where 1 sjtitl reside. 

“Where was the alurci^aid ngieement ^^rilten ? 

A .—H wa^ not written a! the same lime as the eodohjeinent of mine at iL"* 
fooh hut previonsl). 

f/—7'o whom dul you make over the afiiesaid dociinierit after its comple¬ 
tion and cndorseineiit hy y<m i 

yi*“To Ihipno (looi'oojoc. 


Q.-\Vi lat was the reaHnn r'ivr<'ring into saeJ^ an agreement with l)a]iuo 


(1 


joyroujce 




d-lieeanKiej as Bapoo fJouroojee was a Jriend of tuhie, and m^ipiuiuted 
with the (luveriiinPiit ullieials, I had confideiie<' in him. 

Q ,—After ytni made over the duenment to Ihipoo Gooruojee, how did ymi 
{^et it haek i 

A. — Kaivntkur had also jsassed u oaunter deed of agreeinenf to get five Mork 
dune, ami Fhijioo thiorot^ji^e liad endorat'd it, ]dodging himself hi fulfil the 
eoiniitioiis in r.i^e of Kavsatkui'h failing to do su, and tliis deed Jiad been 
given to me. A few days allerwiiids, 1 harried that Government h:itl sjjontiiuie- 
oiisly ae{^[irdeLl the reriuii'ed sanction; I tliercdbre n-turiied ihe deed 1 Ijad 
vsllli me, and look buek the quo 1 Jiad giien to Bapoo fiooroojet. 


(True tmnslutioiij 

'i’. A. CoWi^Pic, Captain, 

Inani (^mimissjoiier JNartlierii JJlvIsion, 


*iVmsbithn tttarhfd D {to arruinpartif the Iiinm Cwimtsswnn' f T. A* 

CuweEiiH Lf/h'r Xo, 029 aj' lJte'2i)ih August 185o^, of a Dqjvsiliftft vn 

totem A offtrttitUioiiy pircit Oti i/tc ll^A Aufjujtt 185D beforo t/ud htj 

NAiiAVj;y I f encE .f tic^nft/^eip/d an 

bitunt of Voooa, 

Qufsihit .—A deed ufagrccracnt ]jasscd under dale the 23rd August 1649 
(fith Bliadrupud Shood, Shuke 1771), by Narayen Balktibluiaj d/iof Itaojee 
Kunuday, in favour of Viltul Pruidooiung Kawutknr, is shown you. At the 
foot of it there is au endorsement, written and signed by Pandooiung fiovind 
Jo.sliee, to the cd'ect ihatj in case of Kanuday's fuiling to do so, he tl^andoo- 
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rung Govind will fulfil the c^iiiiUioui ^; tlie eigiiftlEre to thh; ciulor^- 

?netit ]jiir]»orti^ to have bcr'ii witnesHfd by you, I 3 tlic ^ignatiiTO your^ ? 

did vvitnei^!^ the Hjgnalure of tJie document; the liignaturc 

tnine, 

Q,“Voii witnessed tlip dEH'umeiiL as jias^ecl by Kniuiday, and you also 
witnessed tiie endorsement written by Josheo ; where were you wlieii you 
ujljYod your signature ? 

The fiist sigimtuie, witnessing tlie exeeutioii of tlie document by 
Kanuduy^ was attached in the limisi of J?u]soo fiuortxijeu ; the other sigmUurCj 
witnefisifig the ciidorscimint written and signed by i^andoorutig (lovjnd, was 
attELclicd in niy own house, that is in Paiidourniig Goviiid's ; ho mid 1 live 
logelhei- 

Q .—Do you kijoiv to wliom, aiui w'ilh ^\hat objeeb this ngreeiiient w as 

jiassed ? 

> 1 .—Diijioo Gooroojee, in the iiist instance, came to our lionse, and said 
to my uncle that he wnuhl emleiivour to get fJoveniTneut to gi'ant a (tension 
cir something else to IVitiayeri Uafkiishnu Kauuday for his luaiutciiaucej in lii^u 
of the l^urinjaiii enjoyed by Ills Jute father, uud he usked rtiy uncle what he 
would give him if he were to siiCLeed. ftly nude and Dujioo (jooroojeo i*siTno 
to !i Verbal ugreenienL that jia|iou Gooroojee shoiihl receive hsdf of theitmouut 
of arrears, <md uueelglUhuftheaumial iUii< mutt hat might he granted,—a doeu- 
ineiit til the above etfeei was drafted at our lmus(\ Ibipoo Gooroojee then 
bouglit Ktauijied laaper at his own cost, and had the agreement, us it had been 
dratted, written on it at ids bouse, in the naiuc of V-itLul Pandoorung Kawutknr. 
iVarayeii Balkrishna and luyaeli'were at his house when it was written, Oa- 
]>oo Gooroojec gut Marayeu BaLkiibima to sign the document, and me to wit¬ 
ness it, Then a Itialimin of Bupon Gooroojce’a (whose name 1 duu't kmnvj 
eauie with me, and bixmglit the bond to iny liouse, where my uneie, Pandoo’' 
rung Govind, wrotc^ and signed the eiidoi'semeiit, uiukiiig himself responsible 
for the fubildient oflhc ugreemenl., and kept the doeumeut with luui, Anutiiev 
similar deed of agreement on the part of Kaivuikui to do the work in (juesLion, 
and endorsed hy Bapoo Gooixiojee as the pej'son vvlio was to lie rei^ponsihlo, if 
necessary, had been prepared, uud the Aigualures attested by me. This Bapoo 
Goorooj^e bixuight and gave to my uncle, fixim whom he then received die uLher 
agreeiucut bearlug my uncle's cndm^eiuent, and took it away with him, 

(True translation) 

(Signed) T, A* Cowpeb, Captain, 
liiam Commifti^ioner NurUiern Division, 
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No.i418y OF 184">. 


Political Dipahtment. 


T<j T. A, Cowfeu, 

liiain CommisKioner Northern DiviKKiTi. 


Sin,—T am Uirccitii by tlie Itijrlit Honorable the tlovcmor in Conunl t<i 
nrknowledf^e ibe iX'coi|it [>!'yoiii JeUer, vvitli eiu-losurcs, No. 929 dated lUe 2!Hli 
August lasli repuriin^ ujnm the Suiinjam entered as No, 4 of List 4, in tlio 
iiaiiio of Nuraycii Tbdkrlsbna Kutindny in the revised Sitrinjam lists of 1^47* 
In ro[dyt I am ibisircKl to tTiuismit fi>r your iiifc»rniation and i^iudance 
fro[>y of a ^e!^oinlioll [jusscd l>y Govcrnmeul ondor date the 27tlv nUimo^ upon 
your ie|Hirt, and to uecjiuiitit yon that ibe A^cid fiU' Sirdars has l>eon instrtiet- 
ed to inqaim and lepi^rt fidly on tho subject Inon^ht to notice in jmiaj^raphs 
22 to lii of that rrpott. 

‘X i :im fnrthei desii‘t{| to request that yon udll, in comTinmicatioii willi 
AIthi KcaySf subnilt an amended eniry for in^cvf.ioii in tlic Suriiijain lists. 

J have (lie honour to be, &:c, 

(Signor!) IT. 1*. ANDEtisov, 

Secretary to Cluverninent. 

ihjufwi/ Octolcr 18o5^ 


ftaisrtl bij Gorerfiment ufid^r dute the 27Ih October 1855. 

ITpsoi.v nn,—The error in the Usbt i^f 1S44 and 1847 consists in trcvatinir as 
a Suriiijiitn that which was in rpallty a Suriiijam und a jieiniion. Ualknslma 
Ci^IJg^llihllr Kami day held two villages in Siiiinjam,-—Kotlook and Khaiiow. 
The latter village was situated In the territory reded by the Pe^liwa In JNl?. 
To n;JO Mr. ATcDoniiell H cJtprcHaitJii, the village ^^weiit m tile t essionoflMl 7.“ 
Aceoitliiigly, T5alkijshii^ KniiuHay bad not pni^Kesslon of Khaiiow at the break¬ 
ing out of the war, arid the village of Kotlngk alone was continued to him by 
Mr, Ulphins^tone. >SJKit’tly afterwards, lioW'cvor, in coneideration of his former 
possession of Klianow, a pension of lis. 7(K) j»er aniiinii was granted to 
Sulkrlshiia K sum day, wliieli pension, it sliould be earefully observed, was noi 
entered in Mr. FJphinstone's Sariiijan:i lists. Ihdkrislma Kamiday died tn 
1831 ’ Ills Sni-ijijani and pension were not Included in the lists of 1834 and 
lS4(k This was probably occasioned by tlio Surinjam having been cxprea^ly 
granted by Mr, Klphiustune/ur life. Hy the Uules of 1842 it wsis, however, 
determined that graiita by Pajee 11 ao should be continued to one generation, 
with a moiety of tire net value as a pension to the second generation. Bal- 
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ki ishWts Naraycn Uaa, wus ^iccorditii^ly cntukd to a pension ei^piaL to otie^ 
UaU'of his fiither^s Snriiijam. Hut Mr. Wiitd en arul JVIr. i^roiv^n entered hini 
in tPjcir listfij tlic former, &ppii,rent1y, aa entitled to tlie two vida^oii of Kotlook 
aud Khaijow j the latter aa entitled to a ]ieii$ion equal to half of Ida father’fi 
Sucinjam and half of hia father's pension. 7'his was the error: ^T^, Warden 
appears to have thought fliat Calkfishna had held both viltagea^ for it can he 
shown that that gen tinman, in the case of R^hoMulhar (now before Govern* 
meat), was well aware that the poiisioii gi^Red out of ooinpaBsion for losses 
occasioned hy tlie cession of 1H]7 was not to be regarded nial dealt with as a 
Siirinjam. Mn Urown, on tim other hand, learned that Idalkrishnn did not 
hold Khaiiow, but a [hnisbm. lie should, tlierefore, have entered Narayen ICfio 
as entitled to a jiension orpiid lo half the net rcvcmic of KotUiok, and to no 
more, 

2. Nataycn Rao is dead, but Ms legal rcjn'cseiitative is entitled to tlm 
uiT(!ars of the |>eiisi[ni ealeulabxl at half the ml iralueofthcr vilkige of Kotlook. 

3, Captain C4»vir[M;r, from jiaragrapli 22 to the end of his nt-fiort, brings 
circumstances to the notice of CovenimriiL wliich indicate that the Agents 
c'suhlli^lijucnt is in an iinsaLisfortory }i,tatc, Mr, Kmys nniy, tlierenne, hn 
directed to inquire and report fully on I his subject. 


Nu. 3y(; or 


Pg LITJ cA r, D li !■ a (itm K^ i . 

From If. Kkavs^ 

Agent fill- Sirdai's in the Deccviii, 

To If. L, Anoehson, Esq., 

Secretary to Government liomhay. 

Dated Pooma^ 1K^A October 1855. 

SiR^—1 have the houmir to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 4l!Xt 
of the 3rd instantj transmitting to me copy of a letter and of its crudosiircs 
from the Inam Commissioner of the Northern Division, No, 92d ilated the 
29th August last, together with copy of a resolution passed by Government 
thereon nnder date the 27 th vltimo. 

2, In reply, 1 beg to stafothat the Surinjam held by the late Bnlkrishna 
Gungadhur Kanuday was entered in the revised Surinjam listd of 1847 as No. 
4 of List No, 4, which was denominated " List of Resumed Surinjams in lieu 
of which Pensions are due.” This list was sanctioned by the Itonorable (he 
Court of Directors in paragraph 10 of tJieir |)oIiUcal despatch No. 15 
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diLtcd llic May 1849^ and a copy of whidt waa tmmiiiiittcd fqi- 111^ 
infumintiuri nnd ^idilance iiftbc Agcnt^ wttli the Govemmetit tetter No. d47l 
diih^d ttie IIUIj Aut^Ui^t 1849^ In panif^niph 3 of thiu tetter, llie utteotlon of 
file Aijmt WHS drawn to the injunction of the llonovable Court, conveyed in 
tile I3tli pni'a^mph of tlierr des|Hitcli, neUtivc to the mode of dctcrmmliig tlic 
umouut of refund, whicli mode was described in the following terms ;—^ 

amount of rcfiiiiil shailci, of courne, be dcti^rmitied, not by the 
cHtimated annual vatnc of thffia^heer. Fiat hy the acftml amount realised 
by Govci^nineiit over ami above txjnmses oi‘ mttinxjTemont.'' 

3, 111 the under notice Nuraycn lialkrishna, sou of llaltrishna Gun- 
j^dhur Kaimday, was ciititleii to an annual ja^ussicin, and to llie payment fif 
arrears, whitdi were lie etiLc^tdated, according tii the motie above dcfinedj at 
half the aetunl j’evenue rwdwed fjy Goveniment from the village of Ivotlopk, 
over and alcove the cxpeiwji of iMana;:;eitient, 

4, A MuiatFieu lelljcr was accordiiijiily addi'csseil to tile C'olJeetor of Knt- 
naghciTy on the 22ijd Noveinber 1849, jVo^, 793, to the fyllovvinj^ effect:— 

“ A c<J]>y of die letter friun the Court of Dii'cetots ilntcd tlie 22iid May 
1849, sanotionin^ the lists ivliich have been fraincrl rcf^ardliijr Surinjams, and 
jicusioos in lieu of Siiriiijnms, 1ms been rceeivcd here with the Govcmmciil 
letter of 13th Aujgiist 1849. In oi-der that armn^emenb may be made ac¬ 
cord iti^ly, i beg to writo to you that Bnlkrislnia OungadLior Kanuday, 
eiitci'cd No, 4 in last No, 4 of jicnslons due m lien of i^urinjams, held a 
Sutinjurn, and his heir, Naniyeu itao Balkri^lma, is enlitlccl to a pension of 
half the value. ’ The ubovrniLmRd individual (f)alkrbhim Gungadhur) lield 
in tiui'injam the village uf Kotlook, Talouku AnjiiimelL Accounts of the 
revenue of tlic village for ten years were previously forwarded by you. with 
a Vad rlntcd the 21st September 1846, imd I beg to be infbi'ined wliclhcr 
tlie revenue f^liowti in tliese uccuiiuts is^ the net revenue received by tlio Su- 
rinjamdai, after deducting village exjiciLses, d:c,; if not, you are requested to 
prepare and fmvvai^ a statement for ten years, from 1821 to 1831^ showing 
the net revenue receiver! by tlie Surinjan^dar, a.ller derjuciing village 
expenses, &c. from the total revenue, and also the expenses incurred every 
year in collecting the revenue of the above (Surinjam).” 

5, Similar letters were nlso addressed in cases Noi. 2, 3, 5, and 5 of the 
revised Surinjam Ui^t No. 4. 

6, SnbftcqucDtJy, Narayen Balkrishna Kanuday made a petition to Govern* 
ineul dated liic lOth October I85f)t which waa refereed for report to the 
Acting Agent by GoTernmeiit endorsement No, 4792 of the 17th idem- The 
Assistant Agent in charge submitted a report on the petition, No. 493 of tho 
26tli October 1859, the 2tul and 3rd paragraphs of which report are quoted 
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m Ifj tif Mip liuiuj- t^'4nniiii!^^io]iGr*i; It^Uor Tfii. 

of ill20tii Aiigiiftt liif^t, Tljc (jov^irDfiieiJt/in their r('ply^ N«. {i2H!J dtilcd ih^^ 
iVovembt^r IH.W, informed tlio Acliiig A^ent that llio pciiliotior liiid been 
ndiTrcd to Uiin^ unci tliat he i^hoiild Ik'- iidormei^l of the Lcutor of the clIjuvo 
rf|HHrt, 1'Jiis witftj uL'cOi'dJiif^ly, done* 

7. As the (runsmisshm of the urTniiiit^i ciiUi^d fbr from the (Jolketor of 
Jfidnjij^hen-y ivas delayed, the folhAviiiy: leltei' adrlres^d to the Collceioj' 
Ity the As><istiiiit Ayeiit in ehui'ge tjn the fh.li [Vovemlier iH.ot), 5Ul:— 

I liuve the honour h) rc-ipiest. thjit you ill have the L^oodneiss to favcior 
ino with mt euily reply tii the IMnruthue Tnoinor.indinn fmin ill it; depurL'' 
nirnt, dated 22nd A'ovcnibcr Nio Titih i'e|;!;imlin^ the vilhe^c of Kol- 

lookj held hy llir lute JhdLrishna UmipLclIinr KamuJiiy/' 

H. Tn this the ConeeLor cd’ llntna^herry sent n ivply* No. 'Ml td'ihe 22iid 
Mureh lS.'“d» udikh is Ira rise it I M'd hih.iw :— 

“ En iii'knowled^in^’ the reeerpL ofyonr Assistant Mr NeivLc^n's ief.ti'r, 
dated the tlili Xoveniher lust, No. oKt, \ haeu the honour to refer yon tr^ 
my Mnnither Viidol'lllth instnnt, No. 42fh bciijfr u reply to yoiiisof the 
22ntl Novc'iuber lM4fb Nii. re^arilini^ the of Kothtok, held liy 

tlio !atc Ihdkrishim (-inn^ndhur Kanndav/^ 

^t. VrmM the uhovc^ i'‘|dy, it would npiv^ar thtU the' Odlectorof E^ltna^1K^- 
I'V forwarded H-irroniits of the village of Kothatk with his Mnmtheo Vad dated 

k iT? 

Ihth Mart'll No, 420, mal on tlir sureeedhj'j!; day, vik* iIii‘ 2f)tli PllHiicdi 
iSh'yl, Narayeii Ihilkrisiiiai Kannday dic'd, witliont nialo issue, as leporh^l lo 
( povuMninent hy thcj A^riU^ Mi'* ISrown, in Ills lettc'r No* J45 dated the lUh 
April ll<oT, and, eeiisLupiently, this [Kipers rueerved from the Collector were 
pfatvd on rtu'ord. 

Hh AfU'rwiinfSj Pjindonruiijx tjoviiul Josjjiio, the person reterreif to in 
])anc<;::raph 2t>oftJie liiarri f kMiinlbsmiier’s hdler, finuvaiyli'd a peiitimt to (hi- 
veinnieiit, wliieh was retiTrftd for tile jif’port cjf the? Aji^nt. iiiidei' f fcivriiiiiif'iit 

eiidorscmieot Ni^. 4421 of llih tictohor IK.32. The Aelin^ A^ent ^ubmittinl 
Ids re]x>rt, No* 37fi of the 27th fhdolKU' JISA2, to wJdeh the fiovrriiment re¬ 
plied, ill their Chief t^eeretary'si hotter No* 47th*> dated the 2nd November 1HA2, 
tiiut the jietitioner hud been referred to limi, sis Kii^csted in the report* The 
petitioner uccordingjy made am iippheation to the Aeting Agent, to the eft’eet 
that he had pmdueed a certificate of Jidrsldp, nnd that orders might he given 
for payment to him of whatever was due to Namym Balkriehria Kauuday, 
'rids appLication, however, was rejected on the 29th Noveinher 1852, on thej 
ground that the [lei^soii to whom it ivos determined Co grunt a jiensinn wmi 
dead, and that there appeared no reason to pay to the petitioner, on the aiuho- 

rity of the certilicatc of heirship, tliq arrears which were due to the decca vt.'^J. 

a w 



APPEMUX \\\ 


Ih. 


IL. fii (-fjltiiiiiL Ilf entry N^o. 3 in the tevi eii F,ir>t x^^>. 4^ the amutmt oi 
annual jic'nsion iliie to Abbajee Ruo Kat<iv, Toenrjoiitd ni colimm 5 oi Uie 
above iMitry, was sliowii to 1«i Rs. 34H-13-0, but this amoiuif vr^'n rcibiverl to 
Rs. aecordhi^ to ^uLiii-equGnt uecoiirils. 

Fn eolmnn 15 oFoiitry No. ooF'tlio i^aid list, tlic amomtt of anaiia) ]ieii- 
siem due to MaFionicil RisuF and tb>uiaiii noo^^eiU) tiietilionGil in roluuni />, 
wniy Ftlunvii t^^ be Rs. but tills uinoiint wa;i rediicod to ffs* 

uecordinfij to subsequent iU'cuuiitb. 

Hb Ell eatio No. oF'llie suine Ikt^ llie iiniouiii of atnmol penMcui \vu--. en- 
tt’icd Jii eolumii 15 Rs. %vliirFi wai sul^-^cqiK'iiljy redueed (o 

Us. ‘J,l!J7-l5-7. 


14. In euFvulalln^ Llui smioiiiit of peiisifui.T entered in List No. 4^ tfie r:\- 

(ims[^s of eolieetioji, 6 :<.\ wens il upjjcuns not dediieb'if, and, voii?rf^qoenlb. 
fresFi ueraiinls were iidled for from the se'eml CoflecUu. ^ on lerript of tfi 
Crtivomnieiit letter of loth Au^iisl No. 3471. 

15. En 27 of thu fjovemninmt EetUir of l-ilh Au;;tist H4f>j lIjo 

Actinf^ Aj^ent was dircetcd to furiiisli file Colketijrs of Poona, Aliiuednuji’ 

Khurideisb, and Sliolupnin with tlie requisite iiistroetJojis fiir eHert 


to the oixJer.s of the lionoi'abJe Court, and to furnish 11io?,r‘ o(lh ei> with ^,^u U 
eAtraets from the Sni'Jiijain lists as respectively eoneemed thi'iii. This ivd^'. 
I apprcLiend, the rcafioo uby the CDveinment dedsion in the ease of N ariiyen 
liatkrishna Kauuday was not comumnici'led to bini. 

16. The agreement whidi b thr subject of paiauiupJis 22 tool of the 
ioam Comniissitmers letter, and which U herewith relumed, purports to havi! 
been executed by Narayeu IbdkrUhnu Kaniiday in favotii nl onii Viltid Pan- 
cloornn|v Kaxvutknr, on the 23vd August iMb. Hapoo (iOf>rotijee, vvlm is ab 
b'ged to Fiave hem a priudpnl in the transaction, at one tlniR lidd the sitnation 
of Kii]‘koi>ii ill the oiiii^e of the A|reiilj which he resigned onllie Istof Nuvent- 
her If^-tTi. lie was sub?>e<jEiciU!v, however, entcrtaUied by Mr. Tiirqiiuiid in the 
Fbama DiitUir. ll bi soil, iMulliar l*unt, W'as, at the time the agreement was en¬ 
tered into, eiii[doyr<l in ibe iValive dc|)artinent uF the Agents Office, audit is 
]9ossibIc I hat he may bavu coannuiiicalcd the result of Narayeii Rao's viisi^ ut 
hU fiitlier, who made a fraudutenl. u^se of the inlbrniatiou.. Of this I can pro- 
eurc »o proof! 1 have eonuuutjieatod ray suspicion to fVluJhar Punt, ivhirh udl, 
1 hfipe, if lie hasi been gudly of the br^riich of trust, render hmi njore ea refill for 
the futurc^. Rajioo Cooroojee was not a member of the Agoutis estabhshmeof 
at the date of Uie cxeiaition of tlic agreement, and he has luUdy die d wliile 
vcliumng IVonia pilgrimage to Renarcs. 

In cQJU:lusioii, I iies|iccltidly beg toj^tate that tite coui'i^c jKiijited out by thf 
ilonoriibic the Court of RirectoisJ in paiagrnjdi UJ of their dcrt^iatch No. J 
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daf( d (]ikj HTuivn IS.V4 (imivi^cJ hy Oic Agent witli t!ic Oovf'rnmftiit letfi-i 

Kls. 277ii \[iili Jjne 1954), ^vilJ jiii’i^vciit thcise Khutput agrc^emenL^ 

n ^ 

J Jjayo thi’ liorioitr to bo, Sec. 

(Sighed) l;. KhAvs, 

Agent. 

\ -^ff} Ocfolfvr 


Nij, j.'/ ts?;. 


I'mj.itii'ai. f>i:eAj';'ii 

‘Hi C* M. rr\i{ifisip\, Ki4r|., 

Agent (or iii tire Dtvvriiti. 

Sjr:^—I :iai diiceted by Hirj Khiioi-abls tlie (jcpvonior in t^]|]||eI) 

In :Li:kii'>iy[Ei|ge the j’ci^eijjt of Mr. Kenys’ repoit, iMu. dated tfn; iJ^lis 
Oe(nl>er blKl, nit Mir Sttinijaill tiftbc Ijitr i\tiisi_von fbilbi ir^JtiisL Kninrdny, 

‘J, 11 is i JOJ'd^bi|) 111 ('ontn il has ah rndy droidtid that tlir Eegid i i;prr«ch- 

ir-riir of Mir la#jc^ jVaiuyrn IhilLrIishna Kjuiutlny is rutUlr-d tn tbfi HiToHrs of Mie 
pr ii^^tun diir ttj (hal |K:i'!j<in, ralenlufrd at liulf' the m-i lahio of Ihc: viJhigr 
t.rKntlodb. auel In no more. 'fliTs derision should, llirrefbn-, In* i-:irik-d into 
(fhrf, anil the arrtvirs In* paid to sindi peisi.ni as slniJl, in arrui'^luEn'e lAith llio 
H^‘eLd;dii’‘ns, fpiove binisrlf to hr Mio legal lepresentali^'eH 

'Hie rvpLirianoos allbrdril by Mit^ Agent irkilrvc to tlie oirnniiihtanees 
Ijj^jUlivI t(p (iie nnlire of {iovetrniiieiit in ronneetion ^^ith Bapoo finororjoL*, mid 
fils si>i], M-dliiir I'ltnij fhn one formiTly, and llic; otber rU prt’.srnf rinpioycd in 
I t Ai.,i.nrs esf,ddislini<*nb me not sidisiuetojy. 

i ba^e ibr honour la he, ir. 

^Sie||<<|) IP |j. AsOMiSOhi 

SetiA*fav\ 1u iuneniiiiciib 
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I^4pMi ll .'ki, l>m\tnr^iT^v p 

kk]ii (1\ A. t Vp'^v 

Jn:i[U t ^nlUEli'^‘‘ilH^v^■ \iu'( Inn Ji 

‘\\i IT, L+ Axl>tj*, 

Si't‘iut!Liy ti> (i<iPV4'rrLii]inijj !Mnn]j;n, 

Siti. —i (fn^ iiiPinpMT to ^iilii!ii[ :i rt'jpoi'i njion tfiv (‘fntim ppI' (In' IVis^inv 

^liiLtilv mill otlii'i'Tv to liikUl III Suriitj;4riti tin-fif Ki IIjoui , iit |Nr .VIiLin'ihmi!- 
^ijf C*i>IJi'rlJn;iU' \ :i si^piirzitjc mi Mull" rfntni (ii tfn' i if! f loolipmu^lifli, 

fij llii: T^tidTui ! I'l]i.'i'loi*[i(t', sfiiiJr [itM’rLiHin" f^rlblilillinl. 

?. Iji I lie lists [jf t!ie Siirinjitiiis vvliirli ljI eIio jjitiynJiietriPii r>j' TJj-itisli nili' 
Mr I'lljiltinsluur pmjjip.^ril lo roiitiiiiiix Ffn^ Siii'iJiintti llu' l\ lliiiiil\% 

eoii'^js linj; oT'ihc iil[ji:^e ^il'(lontmiuflieii, m Aw PiiUKa (aillri'los'sitr^ ;eji( 1 oj llie 
I "^ 111111 ! (fI is inilei L'il ijj iIjimIumic^ of Khiunlr^ liiio ^i-. 

as liiiiiiii^ IjM'ii lilly-lii'ti %'i.yii's jji Llieir jin^ .-i‘ssirjii, iutrl uiilMlni rrinark—k\T:i_y 
Jjr iy^E(r[i“inl cni l(i^ itentli/' 

+). iMj’, ('hij[]|jn's re^i'^tei'i‘l fe^lnfril Siji irij-iiii'', \i}in'li j-iiliHi'fteil fn 

< iovi‘l’iinieiit uij l!ir‘iStli Oflfiln-r t ^llf>^vs llio J:ii;lii‘<'r i tjiiil oT Kellns.'i' 

fo tin^e laeii iii'Uiiilly i'i''Lrj|'4s| lori r iiiji’i' At:f‘;;riry, snut of llrfiinmt. Iiim 

r\re Mfe\ ami Kliiiiitlev Ifsn.i Am i i^LLifrn.” 

fii llic iJi’jiiity Aji^riil Mr. Wiinii-Ji's list flir Sniiji|inn ^vus f-nfennf^ as u 
^iTiTil ij, iTl.if', m lIkt iimiir nf" Klmudec I Ian utiil Xr^^clayf' 

iK SnlKotpuaitly to this, the .‘^Hnnjiim luis rrsiiinintj lO rLiiiF^iximniri: of'lhf: 
fVf'iitli of the !i\'u ptns( 3 []s iiLiiiiinl ill ('Eia|iliii’s Kuiirleli lliio ainT 

I'ei liijre, peusioi’is Itriiv^ lo thrir hEUiihes, It js not, Juiwevcr, iiei-es- 

sai'V (urlher to aHverf Lu this, Jis iIk! iircseiit iinprijy is jiini'Jy foaser-Hain hcAv 
tfn:^ finhJin^ slionld lie trrat.cyj iiinfei' tFie hiicsL cJiyIor.Si L-iMii'd hy thr ) TtnioiiLliie 
lyptiit of JJiMotors, ulni iu liie lltth paniLin(|ih of their |jLj|ifjcnil fh'sjialch 
No. 17, thtk’El the Lhilh Oeinhi.n' diret^tiu^ nciv lists i^f r?niii]j:inis to Fie 

rernaetl \<> the Siiiinjuin ut' the Niirrtly fUiTiily hi ihu Icilimviir.^ 

Iciiiis 

“ The fifth rase is that of Klinntly Ituo and TVeiiijen Nr^day, tivo 
hrotlKTs in wIufso iiiiuies it JaE^lit cr of li?*. 'J/Jdy was hc-kU idilnin^li fljr the 
J X 
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5 i|i|if Uf, ftl’u Tniidi ^[('ulrr mi]nh{‘i fii iiidivulua!.^. In 
yiMir U-ll^ r yon lli.it lli^ UiL!i hri-n n snnic'd, simi ;> poiinnn In 

filin'fli(‘ E|}iinial vuliic’ to t!ie Iilmes. U not dno'tn im that 

sjuTiniiru! iri oijisJ^il.cut vvilli I hr jiu^^tn iin' tJioijoU llif; lott< r uf \(uii' Jfyri'r- 
lar> Ihj till' (J'ollit’lor of Poona, f hi toil llitf Ith uf PtiljiLiai V f H4tK a-viy^ th:U 
l!i[^ ^jniision' i?4 Ll^ Ij<^ ontiLtrd tri iho^;(: only ivliost^ ii;iriit'j4 !i]i|smil'd in Mr. 
WnrcIrjTrt list, lioiu wlnc'li \vt ^hotLM inl’or t.ltat lllr vvluilr .kioliuri liail lirni 
I'l'^-^nnit'cl, yi t. llm milhu: tlumnirnt tdso slali'M thiil ilia soiifi ot llic hilo 

KhiiinEy liiin and l^^ra^|J^n Ni^day ui'O In .. ii [irOi^irin rtjnul to <aii'' 

linnur tho Viiliia n( iKo sliaits ini|iiV['d hy Lima]' Li^llii'V^^ ; v\ lii^'h ry|a'(*^^>ii>n 
liVouid ini]itv that oii^y thc^ sliiiri'^; so riijiiyriL liml linai irsiinnal^ and ihal 
liny I'onuotl IiilI a sinsiH jinilion ot' tin: tnlul Junlitan’, Tlir divisicni oflhc 
JaL;f>t"rr iiiJo iiiiTninoih^ shrOTs i]|}]}['Lir,4 to luou hi'Cij a cniidillon of ihr ori- 
n-Liiid :|iaiiL and rach indiudiad ulio a slnurllnhlrv whrji via took 

jioi-s^'^siriM of tlir f'OiiiH ry is riililTotl to ha aoiisiiirtail ai^ a sojjnrsdi^ 
.la^hri ohiir- 'Ihr ^i'an.1 is ihittal I7ii!^, and liic JagfiriJ:' is rnltTod in .Mr. 
iMt'Oi^jLiirll's lor ill olfui’ir urnd.-i in Mr. l'’,l|]hiiisloiu:'>j hril us lor iifo on'y. 
\Vr sIislIJ, Ihri'rl'ni'o^ siiiiiro^'i.' tin; rniiihiuuncO ormrli sliiuc dLijinj:^ the fiir uf 
iIlo oil^ioal ^)lan■l]oldn^lltld of the ^raiit of u]]rnsion oqiiiil to half its vaiur 
In du: lioii'/" 

Ii, < iovorniuoul^ ill rmnuni 111 rating till; IhiTi^oiii^ oixlors lo fhi: foi 

Sicdai's, nlisrrvrtl, in [>:iri];jfr;t[>h Ii ortlleil* Chief k^trretiiry's luUrr iVej. of 
iheEllli Aluy iKld,— 

Wilh I'ofoirnro to tin; iSh.h |i:ir!i|;i'aj)li of the ik'^^pateh froin t.lir Itonor- 
ahh-<kiiiik 1 am £li'>irrd lo roEpU’r't ihut ymi ^vdl sidnnit. liJ (lovonmn-nl a list 
ofi ho indiviilaais u ho liavo Tiecni mroL^ilist'd iis :Jiiin'oi:H iiii tiir joint Sat Liijaio 
iudd hv Ivlimidrv Ihio and MueiMjro .Mj^dri', and slali; Llia Viiliia of I'la li 
share* in sulnnitfin^ this inforini'ition^ you aiv ivi|Oi'stt’cl In report lih lt 
ofllio I'tvoi^nisiul slno'urs ill ihis Sm jojmn aie now drtidj and wheliior any 
tifi'iCJ |!idi> sue I ill' du'niH ^ hi jfic risL'ipL ipfllds iiLl'oriiialioii^ siirli iiistt'Lic- 
lioiis will l?e [Liioislinl to you as nniy hu^ rei:pii:}ilLHoi'tug oliorL to iIiq 
oitlns ofliie Hoiianihlc (.'otiil on ihis siilijtrJ*" 

7. lu (hi‘ lisl-i suhs['4jiu‘inly jnepared liy llii' Ageiit for Sir<lai‘s^ IMr. M ai’- 
drn, iUld sLiInnitliui l>y him to 1 rovci imicnt on Jie -hlli iJri;ondn'l' iHdl^ tiio 
villiiei' of Kelhoor Wiia ontei'cd as [^hown in the skuyniont tollnw ino. 
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Mr. WiinU^ii in ]mrn^raj)li of liw lutter ]Vo* 2Q5f wlikh accnm- 

jiLiriicd lh<i nu!)iriitU‘d the follu^nving explanation rtiid recomnicnduticii:— 

“ 'Hie tiiise of llie fiimily of Nij(d6, advcrtc^l hi in ymirDth pai'af^ru]>h, is as 
f^plhi^vs :—A lar^ body, beaiJn^ the siirnuiiie of Ni^fo, is said to have 
fj>riin:<l part of the i^esliiva's artny in an experlilirm a^aiiisit IlyJer AJi, of 
u ho III filXeoii wevc killed lunl forty womidcd In the carii[KiJp;n, and the vi liaise of 
fhHilounchrdi \vn^ grunted to tho wliultj fliiiiily as a reward for their services, 
ami coinpeiiKalioii for their losses. To this wivs Rilde^lj in fuvemr of ei^lit 
iiirmhers of the fainjly, hi a. d. the villaj^c of Kethoor. Tho dtrod of 

release j^raiifed by the BrUish tjoverirment is in the name ofPcemjce and 
Kliiiiiday Jiao * Ni;^tle &e. Ni^de ]K! 0 |)[e/ and forty ])Crsonsare said lo sJiare 
the pmeccds, [jf M'lioin six are not Mi|^cles. The fii'st fjraiit heat's date a. n. 
l7tiH,aod thesrcoTKl A, J>, JpSOt), xo that on t? should, accord in;; to the RtiK^Sp be 
held for two oeiieriitlousi, the other for one. The annexed statement, marked 
l\, exIiiliiLs the sub-divisions of this o'rant, and eoiilnins all the in form at ion 
nilled for in yunr Utli [lata^^rajdi; and eonsidenij^ the peeiiliarily of the 
[ii'i^'in of die ^rant, and tiiiU tEie maimer hi ivliieh it is now lidtL renders it 
almost imjiossible to carry the Rules Ihmti^h .so many ramifications, I am 
distsiijed lo recointneml that the Suriujani he iiududi^d in Class 1., and 
I have ins^^rted it, accnrd!ni;;ly, in list IVo. 7 of estates in re.speet to wiiieh 
exceptions lo l!ie Unlcs arie pro|Htsrd. Tin; only other plan for this 
case that sujirfrtvsLs itself is llial the (hdlcetor should coinpound with each of 
the co-sharers Ui iit'ceive sncli jieciiinary nllowiiric^e for one, two, or tlireo 
nerallons, as may hy (ho Siu iiijam ilulcshe crjuivalcnt to liis eluim in these 
\iil:iochi, lluTec-Ufths of the jiroi neds of winch (vix, the revenue of (Toohnin- 
chchj are alitaiated for I wo gimeralioiiH, the inoicly extending to the third, 
and tivo-fifihs (vix^ Ketlioori Indijj^ Itfilde to resumption at the elnsc of one 
;^cnoralloii, with the revc^rsionary title to the moiety as pension.” 

fh fJn llie revision of Mr. VVartleii’.s lists by his successor, I^fr, Rrown, no 
idU'ration was made in the cutty I'e^ai'din;^ Kcllioor, Mr. Ibowii meiiely ob- 
sen'iu|T in ]iarji;:;rajdi 40 of hU tiansmiUory lettfir No. 17H, dated the 2(illi 
Octolier 1S47,— 

"I bei^ lo trmismit extriict para^^raph 18 of Mr. Warden's letU^r dated 
‘Jflili December IH-i l, linriding op his revised list, hi which the Nigde family 
liuve been proiumeiiLly brou"ht to notice/' 


10. TlieJliiiio aldo (loiul, in parn^^raph 18 of their peUtical despatch No, 
Ifj, dalcil the *Jt?iul May hi according u general sanction to tlic revised 

lists rejected ihe pmpoiial to declare the Surinjiim of the Nigniy family 
hcredilary, wliieh liad been made hy Mr, Warden, mid obserred,^' 

" No. d is the ease of the Nigrk' family, which has been adverted to by ns 
in previiiurt lelLeri;. This Surinjam (value Rs. 2,HjUti) having been granted 
lo the family as :i i>wviird for their services and sullcrings in the campaign 
nirainst II yd or Ali, is now held by a great iuiml>er of ehui'cholders, mid the 
(inly reason? assigned for eontiiiuing it on hereditary tenure me^ tlie pccuIE- 
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nrity uftlicorif^n of the Cfitvfitj n^nX that the inainicr In whleh it is now hrht 
reiitiors it alniufit impossible to eariy the lilies Lliroup^h so many mmiiieiUinn^L/ 
(l^iru^mph 18 of Mr. AVarrleti^n letter of *J!EUh DceetiibtT 18-14^ 1iLiu<ilit>^ 
lip hts ('onenrieil in liy Mr- IJniwii.) These aaxj not snllic-ient reaiiiHis 
lor |ier|>rtitntin^ a trimrc whieJi liimi Us mimite snh-clivisiim is ]»rohul)ly 
oppressive to the Ityois ami of little value to most of the jvnssessioi-sijiiiui wi" 
]5i'eter the other course eoiutlttomilly s-iij^^esLi'^it by ,\Ir* V^'anleiij that liie 
Colleetor ^^houhl emlcavoiii' lo coinpoiiiiU wlih each of the [rn'i^ent shurers (o 
reetnve n jseeuniiirv eipoviilciit tur the Hiturrsl to v^'hieli he is eiUitlcU uodiT 
llie Ibilesf' 

II, Much eovTespondence between the local aiithinllies took place in 
emleavoTirii]^ to caiiy out tiie siij^^^jesthms rtf tine I Imnnabk ('onrt. In scnui; 
c iises petLsioiis were i^niot.ed, ami in oi[lei's ntjjeetions wnc ininle on the |jart 
id severEil meinbcrs of the Xii^rsiy thnnlvj wlio weris salii itj he [lie ai'iiial t'nl- 
tivatoj's of the Imal eoniposiui^ their ivspeelive shares. Willi ixdVnenE e Ifi tln'SE^ 
ai'raniieinniLSj (he llononihk' C^ourt ^ibsc'^rv'eil in |iEii':ii^i'iiph 4 of i/ieir jioLilii'al 
desputeli ^o. I he Isth ^Msiy l8o8,— 

** ja coiise^tueiiL'C of the ml mite snh-Ui vision of the b^m-injiua of Lliis 

l aitlirr promil- direeled (hat a eoniposltion slmnlil, if 

iii"^ in itie c'liife uf (lie piMCtieable^ be nnvcie witli eaeh sharer ha a pr'eimiary 
Ni^^Ie^ fniiiity^ et|aiealctib It ntoy appears that a ^itat |Hn'lioa of 

the sharers arc i1iciiis<'lves (iyots, hikI enltivalc Iheirown Jaehcers. With 
these Eiii illranif^innent msiy easily be m:ole by a simpln retnisslon of assess¬ 
ment dtiring the rcinalniii;^ term i>f lim Suiinjiini tenuiT, With respeet 
to sneh sharers as are no! enllivalorii^ ii appoarii desirable to nniki' a 
i^oinpositirni with them wiiieh iiiEiy lermliiaU: altof^cllier their coiineelion 
with the land." 

12- Meanwhile^ however* GoviTmin^nt liasl hcen apprised by the liiain 
f'oinniissioner* Mr. T birl* of ejieimisfanees tcjMlin;;-sei’iously to imjmpi the 
aeeiiiMey of the revised llsts^ whiidi wercr^ Jii cojisircjucin^e^ ordeivil to he tested, 
and in the eotirsc of the ni<|uiry iviiirh was then iiislitulrd* iJm fbllowoni;; 
U tter (Cu]jtiini (Jowper to the liiaiu ('otniiLlssUmer, iN’sn I'k"!, of the ISth 
iMaivb lMo8) reesirdiiij^ the Suiinjam of the iS'i^iay Jaailly was submitted fir 
the orilers of (Jovinninent:— 

J Inive this hianmr to request llie ordei'S of (iovernmciit to my callin'^ 
iiptin em h member of* tin' Ml;^ray tamily’ to prove in person tbc title under 
w’biirh be bolds Ins shares of the J^arinjEmi enteri.d in. u separate fitatcmonl* 
forming oim of the revised Sminjam lists snlnnstted to GovermntMib nnder 
dat4‘ the 2b|.h October 1847* by tlie Agent lor Sirdars^ Mr. lirown. 

'2. Thc'fc apj>e:ir to me ia this case tt> exist not only pramt Jucif groniiflfl 
for imjiiiry, bnt reastms tor beUeviiiE^ llialfrimd bus been ptirposcly umJ inore 
than oiiee committed* inasiiiui.'li as ivitliin the histfil^eeii yeais three genealo¬ 
gical trees have been furnished on three dit!i‘rcnt occa.«ionwj each dilTering 
irxnii the others, and each more or less iiieorrcet. 
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Tu vany out tJjc oHisrii uf tlic IfoiiomUk tho tjourt of Diret'lt^i'S 
([)'iii'u^nL|iU IH f>r tho Ifuiioral>b Onurl't* dr^palcli No. 16^ Jattil tlu* 

JMay 1J^4J)) it if+ injcefii^aiy to tiiipertiiin to whom tlm ori^imtl wum 

mailti ; ivlioiii of thf!: oi'i^iual gniiLteics, or uf fh<]ii' lineal rtes^'erirlanis^ were in 
jyissesHinn ofiitieli tilmre ut the iiUftKlnrttoa of the Ilritisli (jovomment; iiml 
wlumi oJ the lioldem at the intmtlncliou of the British (lovcinuimt^ imd of 
thi'ir liiu^al ilrseetiilLoitr;, aiv now alive. 

"4. A »talcinetit in tliiw case was calind for hy me under the instruetinim 
eonttuiitid In the 4lli pamgrapli of the Chief See re Uiry^a letV’r No. 417/5, of 
the 24th Septrml>ei' iast^ and han heeii furnished by an Advent - hut it is 
entirely worthiest! and incontict. it does not seem to me possible to eoudurt 
tills iiupnry by proxy, and the Nii^rays, too, wall probably, as a hist resource, 
disown till! statfnui'uts made hy their agent ^ so tljat, luiiler all the eireiini- 
Htaiieesj J have wdii^ikd sanction to iny t sdliiig on each slmreboklrr to alb^ml 
in pi^L'scui to prove Jus pedigix^e, as the only nietliod of arriving at a final 
deeisioii. 

The determiiintiuu hi evbiile iiw|uvry, and to wltUholii fj-oiii Coveiu- 
iricnt tiic infirmution on wbleli nloue a deeiMioji euu he arnved at, seems to 
me in this ease so evident that I solieiL tbo ordcis ot iFOvenmieut In my 
enlliiig upon the CcdleettJi' at attiudi the slimes of any meiubcis of the family 
who limy fall to affortl wllhiu one irionUi, nr such longej,' jierlnd as may ho 
found reasoiiuble m any piivlienlar case, the iiifurinatioa mjiiired to ejisihle 
me to report on this Suriiijam." 


4 

The pro]iosals contained in the letter r]noted in the last psiragriiph 
were isanetioued liy (!ov<iruuient in tbeir Political SeeroUiry's letter ^o, 17J11, 
dated the 2otb April lS;3i^, and tlie mrasarcs thus s;iiirtioned were approved of 
liy the Hoiioraliie Ihnirb wlio in [liiragrajdi 4 of their poblieal despatch 
No. 55, dated the i^Lli Qetoher observed,— 


Captain Cowper being of opniioii that further iiK|niry Is neressaly in 
, „ , this easi-. von have very iiroiierlv anthni iscd him to 

Farther pftieeoilmfji i i t- i 

hn the cayuuf ihi; esilL on euen aicmuer ot the lainily wlio emims asJiare 

of the Snriiijatn to a[ipeav in personj (or tiie purpose 
of proving Ins pedigree^' 


14, The frdlowing is the history of this grant;—■ 

The JaglieiM- ffiiiul of the village of Ketlmor was granted by a Siimid issued 
on tbfl 'Jfith April a. d, 1001, by Ballajce Konnjnr, at that time iioldlng tlie 
lVshwa*s scai (Mnntirlikee), as persimal Surmjaiu (Jatee chti Tynat), to tlie 
eight persons lielovv named :— 


1. Mhaxinjee Nigray. 

2* Aslirojcr ditti^ 

Itughojee ditto, 

4. Ma<lliowrao ditto. 


5. Peemjee Nigray, 

(>. Jogajec ditto. 

7. Janrao Nimhalknr. 
H. Manknjco dittu. 
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15. Tli<;:3e piglit filmrcjj at tlic iiitroihi«tli>ri ofiho. Bt'UUh OovfTmnciit nu: 
«liown ill the revised litU ta luive iiLf€ii iii Ll|i JiuiuTs of— 

1, Kundifh Rao Iiiii Molar Rao. 

Jywuntmu and friMijitiLnio^ tljo yoiiiij^or sous, and Nroikurit ilio 
of Manjjiiv^, iU^ son of the oii^indl j^iiaiUctj Ashrojoc, 

3. The orij^iiial f^jrnutee liimsdfj Hnghojee. 


4, 

Ditto 

diUo Mhadovvrao. 

5. 

Ditto 

ditto Peiaiijec. 

ti. 

Ditto 

ditto Jogajee. 


7, llajfc and Nathojee^ tlic soiiij of the original "rjiitco^ Javireo Nivnbal- 
kiir 


The origiiiiil ^;raiilee hinisdi; Maiikojee. 

Ifk The revjstKl lists apjis ur fo have btTli IneniTodJ)' fninied iu vrsjiei'l to 
the firstj Keeoiiilj and sixth sliares, uuil probtiljly ia rtsiiect to the sevenlli 
Hbare alioj masiimteh as the first liad ];L|ised ahet^elher fiy tlir rxliiiclioii oi'the 
liaeof the orij^iaaf i^noitee; the seeiaid im^ht to have lieen enteivilj like aif 
other SuriiijiiinB^ in tlio name i>f tlie iddesl iiieaiher of Ihe eddest Inuneh only, 
N re Ik lint Ibio, ihii son uf Mansi nj^, the eldest sim of the neij^ina! piiutee; t!a: 
sixth slmte iippeai's also to have fn|ised fojio and to Inive heeu iniproperly 
entered iu the lists nndur the eirotinsfimees herehmCter e\|dai]icd; and the 
seventh there seem mvmnds fur TjelinvJTio; tij hm e heen held at the ijitrcKluetion 
of Ib'iiish rate by the original j;nimee, Jaumu, and not, as slated in the revised 
Itsls^ Ijv Ins 80 US* 


17. With re; 4 ^iiT! to the lii-sL share, ivliieli at the iiilrodIndian of Britisli 
mle hail hifised, it seems to be merely a r|nestii>a whether the pnisioii 
(Us, 17-^S-d) now jvaid to tlie a-oiiA nf Kimtlcli [bto, who, havin;^ noelaiin wJnit- 
cver 1o any sliareof KeLhaor, oUahicil the insortion of his nannt in the original 
oi\ler ol release^ slioiiLd ht: eoiitiaiied or not, The ivlndti cjisr hsej. laien so 
viilfidly iiiystilied and riiisn-pi'esenled that I am not able to i neon i in cm! tins 
eoiic^essloii of uiiy favour whaUivcr, and Llujik, tlierefore, tliat tliisj piiynleat 
HhonJd lx; at oiiee i?f(J|i[x:d. 

13. The stotMinJ share ihonld, it nppeais to me, be treated ns all other 
t^Mi'injanis have be^a treated, in whieh ease the whole |KaiKlc>ii (Its, 4^-i2-fi) will 
be eoiitimiubii; in tlie name uf the eldest bi'uueh^ Neel kin it Uuo, mid at bis death 
half Ifi a seeoiul genentli^mt 

l!b The sixth share (Rid. 44-2-f)} is the one jp'anted to Jagojeft, rrprcHcntcd 
in tlic reviijtsd lists ns olive, but tsuhsetjacutiy declared to be hleatiral witii 
Nathajee, sJinwn in the revised lists as the tiicn {in 1347) joint holder the 
firjil tiftttre. Not a ivoixl, liowuycr, of explanation fo Lliis erteet was afTnriJcd to 
Government in tJieligts oraiiywiieie elsoj on the coiili'Ary, the namesofNatha- 
jee and Jogajee were inserttid in such a manner a4 to rendisr inevitable tlie 
iiilereiice that they were Jieparate \md diiitinet individuals ; and, added Iu this, 
Ihcir ages were shown lo be dllFerciit, thatof Nutlmjce being ejitered us fui ty-fjve, 
mid that of.lngajee afi foiiy ycm>. In each caiie three i^ons of the same name 


'^x 
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rntt'TfirJj but while the of i'^iitul Ttun, the elilfisit son of the indiriduol 
shown as Natliajfie^ wa's entered |s twcuty-five, tlmt of VittuI Rao, the oldeHt 
son of theimlividiml shown ns Jogajee, was entered ns twenty-three years, 

20, In shorti as fur as 1 liuve been able to oseertuin in regard to this and 
the many other {>atpah]e discrcpuncies in this case, to represent lUirly which 
ivoultl have to their immediate detection, every eft'ort nj»}>eurs to have been 
made to confuse, and thereby mislead. 

21, The most probable supposition seems to be that of Jogajee Imvittg 
died without mule fsuiiCi during die Peshwu’s rule. There <lo not appear to be 
any mcaiiB of [iroving this, aiuL all my eudejiviHii's tfi obtain correct informa¬ 
tion from Appajee Rao bin Momr Rao, the eldest surviving member of tlie 
Kigniy family, who is upwards of eighty years of age, have failed. He bos 
been guilty of such palpable falsehoorls in liis statements regarding other 
matters that it is imposj^iblc to rely on aiiylhing he has said, and I propose, m 
hereafter rejiorting on the claims to the village of Clooloonchcli, t(j bring tliis 
specially to the mjtice iff (rovcriiimnit, with a view to his being punished.^ 

22- Ifowover,, the date on wliich the grant was made leads strongly to the 
condnsioii that the person now suid to hear the two tmmes of Jogajec and 
^^lt}lajee eoidd nevia- have been, ati is assertisl, the original grantee, for hlsi 
age in was, as idri’iidy e\]daiiicd, shown in the revised lishJ in one phico 
us forty, and in aiiotlier us linty-five years ^ while, assuming the former to be 
<'[(rnirt, he could nut Inuc. Ul'cu bom in A. o. when the Simud granting 

him a share in the village wus issued ; and admitting him to have been 
in lh43 forty-five y<n\ra (d’age, the grant must liuvc been imvle fo an infsmt of 
Iwo years ohl,^—a suppi^sition ijuite at variance with the wording of the 
Simiu.l, vvbieh declines tbe grant to be on uecotint of the urtltiTi/ (thidnl 
Moosliahira) of the jicisoiis ntmicil; wliercas grants made by the I'eshwas' 
(hivcrunient to infants, though by no means unusual, were invariably dcsig- 
nsiteil us such (Hal Pui.wiirsliee). But lliat it ruffiti not liave been a grant tif 
this drscrijilion, inside to the person ^niir doehirecl to be Jogajee, is pm veil by 
tho fact of his fatliei', Knndeh Ua<i, Inivlng been uKve, not only then (in 
A, lu 1801-02) hut i'u(^ many years after the iiitmductlon nf Bidlish rule, 

3'h The Colli k'tor of Ahiuediinggar, bt'fom paying the several share- 
holders mimed by the Agent, Mr. Brown, brought to tluit I’tfbeer's notice;, 
nuder dsite the 7th Cctuber 1831, that he (the C(dle(dor) had been informed 
by the Agent of the ^igiay fsiinily that Jogajee, entered in the revised lists ns 
the original grantee, uiid then (in 1847) Imlder of the sixth slmre, and 
Nuthaj CO, entered as the then joint bolder of half of the first share, are onf? 
a]id tb(! same person, bi4ng the son of Kundch Jiao,” 

24, The lactB I have already explained were certainly quite siifHcienl ti> 
have rendeiTtl candid iiif[vury ivqnisite, when the attention of the Agent fur 
i^irihiis was ihup judnti'dly drawn to an iri'ecoiicilable discrepancy which bad 
never been even alluded to by (he Agent for the Nigray family diiiang the 

^ Sinw ihia irrittca A]>|>ijpc Rno hoa (Ik'd. 

4 
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sirvcml iiiqiiiritss recoixliNl be^brc Mi'- VVaiMleii iit 1843, uml again 

before Mr* lirijwn m 1847, No inquiry wlptcver was, Jiowever, and 

tJie Collector H ielter was on tlie 14tb of tlie same mouth (OcU*bcr) thus 
replied toby the Agent for SirdurH^— 

. In reply to your letter No* 2478, dated tixe 7th instant^ I liave the 
Iionour to state tliat if yonr [nfbriiiatiDii^ on inquiiy, should jirove correct, 
thut ^Fognjee and Natlmjee, occupyrng two dilforenl places in the stutenioiit 
IN of the Nigileii family, are one anti the Siime person, 1 lliink the best way 
hi wLiich the el aim should be settled would ha this,-— 

'^'I'hat .Togajt'O should gel one-eighth, or Its. 44-Q-G, and Cllimnnjee alone 
should get one-hair of one-eighth, or Us, 17-8-4, without liia brother Nathaje^ 
(who is Siiid to be Jogajee) jiarticipatiog in it” 

25, The st^vinuh sliare, whii'h was granted by the Pesliwn to .Tmimn Nim- 
balknr, is held by his two souk, the alleged first Ttritish grantees. They 
Jiavc, liowevci', tliemsclves now tleclared Ixdore me that their lather die<l iiller 
the inti'odaction of British rede* In hoiv far this rurally tstlie case 1 have lieen 
unable to ascertain with ^^crli^illty, cnviiig to ctvry likely to dischTse 

th& truth having been care fa I Ly, and hitherto successfully cojilcuIci] and 
witlihcld. 

2(3* IJuder tlic.se circumstances, I would recommend tTie attachment of tlie 
sevcntli sJiare (Us. 44-2-G>, mucI that in the event of the non-ju'odiiction iM-dbro 
me within two iiioiiths ■>!'satisfactory ]>ror>f of the {Lcatli of Janrao flniing tlie 
Peshw as.' rule, and of the whole of the village and other i«:cfnintft of the present 
Government ii;qnircd to test this, the jvresent i laimants should he treati^d aa 
tile second generation from tlm conrjuc.sl:, and the [rciisioji to he paid to them 
calcidated and luljiisttul accordingly* 

27* I should have recoiniiKuided the stoppage altogntlier of the seventh 
share, did not tlie claimants appE::ar to be very little tti blanie in the matter* 
In this, nj* in eveiytlnng else coniuscted with the ])rcvioii9 Inquirie!^ it-garding 
this case, the princip;dH have never eomc forward, nor have they until now 
(see paragiuphs 12 and 13 of this I’ejuirt) ever heoii desired to do ffo, every¬ 
thing having been dt>ne througli a Bnihmin agent, the tnitli of wliose 
a:>jsertiotts see ms te have hc<jn taken for granted, although tlicy were made 
under circumHlanceu peculiarly snggeJitive of the iiecesHity of inoet carclul 
scrutiny; for having onco a^cci'taincd tliat the holding had l;ecTi recommended 
(see paragraph 8 of this report) by the Agent for Sirdai'S for hereditary 
c<mtinuance, on the score of the difficulty of tracing its history, the interest of 
tlic agent of the claimants in increasing that dlillculty became as direct as 
obvious. 

28, But I am unwilling to recommend the adaption of severe measures 
towards the claimants themselves, as they m'jcm to have been tlie mere tools of 
their ngent, Vlttul Chintamuni and to have been victimised by him to an 
ext<nit scarcely credible* Their case has long been a bye-word in Poona, 

wlieio VUtiil Cliiutomun has ulwayii been understood (o liavc received,/or fils 
3k # 
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niOti HSCj iiwy tlic lai'^c anvarri {naioiililmft ti> f.housnttd two 

/tnrtflrfff oriff ,^11 ttjf-scviwt TitiH^Sf Ufiiiftitt uud scpcti tlia payment of 

wliKrh <>ii ... ctf LotJi lif llu: villages cnmprisin^ the Stiiinjam tpaa 

anlhorl^i'fi tiiKlrr tlit: ^aiictlun aemrcknl hy tW l[oiiumb1a Caurt of Director 
jo rhr nnisrti SiiHujion lintw, I Jjcaixl of this loof^ bwt could Bcanioly 
cmiit it, 1 felt no diHiciiLty in believing Umt udYanhi[;c hud been 

bikcn of the ignorance of tlie chimtantn^ wlioart* iiuoducated imable 

fyj' LIjc most part evsin to wrlUi theijr ]inme>s. There liorvnvcr, every reason 
fbf Ijclicvio^ Kin-h to have been th<» rase, as an iiy^roemojit,* uhicli iw in 
exisstencej and has licett jjroiiiiecd bis fore mc^ was on the Utli Jaiuutry ^H4^) 
I'l'j^idurly e^eciitc'd on stainpefl piiper, and by tins doeinneuf: the members of 
the Niyiay family Imnnd themselves tet pay to Vittul (/liintnmnn the whole of 
the an't’ur.s tbeti dee,—lluit is to ^ay* arrears for npwaids of nine ytiai's, 
amoimtm^ to moi e tlmn Hs. this^ tn gmntlilrii laud in their 

viJJnF^i! of file anumd value of Its* 

2i>. ( do not know whether siieh an a£rreeinciit as this one would he upheld 

inaiavl! eonrl, tlion^h fiiom wJuil tlie A^ent for SEixlura, ftlr, betfnyt, iidbrineil 
(iovnmiieut in prnnt^raph 13 of Ills letter N^o, of tlie I2t!i August fast, 

1 sujjposc that it wonhl be t;t>nsiderod a legally binding document tJovern- 
nient, in tlie east? to which I have ]nsf. referri'd, riitiniated (jiamgraph 3 of the 
('hief Seeretary's tciter No, ■hjfi!), of the 13th Se[>lenibei- lSo3) that the legaiity 
of the description of bonds alluded to t)y Mr. I^eGeyt wasnudor eoiistdeitition, 
bat no fnrthei- nrilei^s have lieen ret^ived, Jl mustj doubtless, lx? difHeult, but 
>liinild if be pos^iljlo onVetually to disentirage hiu^aius of this nature, to do so 
would go very far Jowaixls flisabnshig tlie ignorant and ]ui>st niinieruus classes 
of the eononni Lity of n prevalent Uibtifnot more emmoouM than jurjudicial to 

iXotid LTCivet’imieiif. 

PH n 

IJO. Shonhl (iovermneiit eoiirur in the reeonmiendation Irereiu submitted, 
(he Iblhnving will be the nrrangenionl to be marie ivgardiiig the several shares 
ol this ^^tmnjamj the amounts ttf nliieh wrrr lived by the Agent for l^lixlars 
ill Ids letter to the Collector of Aliuiednuggiir, No. 483, dated the 31st 
Odober IMdO;— 

Tlio pay meld of Us. 17-8-4 on account of'the lirst share, at present mailo 
lo Cldmniijee and Nathajee Nigray, as the sec'Mid generation, will at once 
t ease. (See puragiajdi 17,) 

The second slrnne, of Jfs. 44-3di, will he coiiijuned until the dmth of 
NoeLkinU liao Nigray, wlmn hull ol it will be eontiiioabic on the usual terjnij 
to a second gencrutunu (iSee jiaiugi’aph IK,) 

The third shave, of Ks. IT-K-I, will be continued to the present reel' 


Wiiiw: lliis panif?ii|ili oriKhinlly the ngrcciacat hsui licco either inidaid in or 

^lukn fnoik tlie liiaiu CuunmauUnCr'ii (JUicivsud lian uut yet tii'cii foiniib 

tWigncd) Vr CInwi'Ku, Csptiin^ 

liiaoi Cumiuiiw^ntr lb 
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Natliiijec, Ram ujkI NarayGn Nie[ray^ as llio second generation, 
onC'till I'd of the atiiouni [a]>SLng at the dc^th of eacli of them. 

The four til Khare, ufRiS. will he coiitiuued ki Macihowmo Ni^tay, 

\iA tho first geiiemtionj and at hh death lialf of it will be eotUinuabia for 
one more life, should he leave male 

The (iftli sluLiQ, of Rs* at pressetil in the imnds of Ye^hwunt Rao 

ami Abajec Nigiiiy, the second generation, will lapse at their death,-" 
ojicdialf at that of either of them* 

The jjiiymcnt of the sixth share, of Its* 44-2*0, which appears to liavo 
long ag<i lapsed, and to liavc Leon continued oiviiig to paI|Kible miarejireseiitiL- 
tioii and fraud, will at once cease. (See paragraphs IIJ to 24*} 

The ficvcnlh share, of Its. 44-2-(ij at present enjoyed by Rajce and 
WiiOv.ijee Nimlnilknr, as the tii-st generation, will be attaclioii, and only 
rcleajsn^d in the event of tlieir satisfactorily ]iToving within two months the 
death of their hither Jaiir;u> during the PcshwasVide, failitig which oiic-half 
of the sliare will be Contiriued to them as the second gciieratiim, Jajising 
in equal pmjioj'tious on the dcatii of cither of them. (See paragraphs 2 lI 
and 2(i.) 

I'ite eigiilh will he continuable to Matikujcc Nimbalkur a3 at 

juvseiit, as the fiiist gtuiei'ation, and at Jiis death half of it ibr another life, 
should he Leave male Issue. 

I liavc the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) T* A. Cuwpeh, Captain, 

Inam Comimasicuicr Northern Divisioa. 


No. 25f)R OP 

Political DisranTMENT. 

I'loin IT. b, Anukiisom, Esq., 

Stit+i'cUry to Government, lioinhay. 

To Captain T, A. Cowpeh, 

S|jccial Coiiuuissioiicr, in Charge Alieuaticii Dc[iartmeiit. 

Mai/ lRrj6. 

Sir<,—Rofarriiig to your re[ji>rt, No. 1)35, dated tiic 30th August lust, upon 
the claim of the Niginy family and otheis to liold in Suriiijam the village ol 
Kethmjr, in tlm Ahniediuiggnr Collectorah^, I am directed to iuicrni you that 
the Uight llonoralile the Governor in Council a}>pr<>vcs of the holdings in that 
village htiiug iimingcd as suggested in the dOtli {nitagraph of your letter, and 
to reqiiosllhat you will cause effect to be given to this decision* 

1 have the honour to be, 

(Signed) 11. L* ANOBRsoif, 
Secretary to Goveimucut. 


ItoiHlat/ Muff 1850 " 
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No* Gol I1il’ iHoJ. 

' From Cajitaift T* A. CowrKw, 

A^Hi^tant Inam Cuimui^Ktonor, 

To W, IIadt, Esq*, 

Inum CommitSNjonor* 

Jiufcd 22iifl Difcttflirr 1 ft.'ij. 

Sin,-—A jK rnsnl of tliG rccoith of tlie Dcocim (^mirnL^sioiiPt., iak ty lians* 
ferrcd from tlio to this clGpiiitmoiit^ lius plapfti iim iu ]>ossp.<sion 

mformatitm regiiixtmj^ the pensions iu lUe list mnv nmkr PxaniiiiiiliDii 

by mo, which lend;} nio to believe it probable timt witli rcj;^ird to some of these 
proposeil ^runtH past procueilni^s luiLy have hi a inniisnrc osrnpnl llic i'ih‘oI- 
ioctloii of the Court of Dirct'Uirrt and the (iovel’iniiout; for if I phirn :l i'i”bl 
foiislruction ou these ]iroceediiij^s^ they oltbr a serious ohslnele to the recoj^- 
nitioii of hereditary title Iu any i>l'tlic eases umh:r eousideruLioii. 

2, Tlic (b'nl letter ref^sii'diiij^ these elaims which it is necessary speeificully 
to no Lice, Is one dated the ^oinl August 182S, fro lu the [3i-3tt>b Kesident at the 
Coiu't of the Nizam (Sir C* Metealfb) to the Supreme Covcruinciit, iu reply 
to tlicii' order previously received and thus relened to ;— 

“ T um eommatifled hy your letter of the 18ih ultinm to make n rej^rrseii- 
tntiou to Ifaja. Cliutidoo Lall, stating that us ne hiof c jnovitietl Ibr the 
Jaglieerdurs in the lerntoriei) now annexed to onr domhnons, the llritisli 
fi Oven in pent naturally exjMiets that a similar luduEgeiiee should be shown 
by the Government of His High ness to ill osc who have been trunsfomid 
to him»’^ 

The Jagbeeixlars here rcfcrrifd to as having been transferred to tlie Nizam 
vi'crc those whose Jag:lieer& had teen made over to that pi iiiec by the 'IVtaly 
of the l2tU December 1822, and reganliog whom a good deal of jireiinii.-s 
torrrfipondence between the Commissioner in the Decfan and the UeshlcntaL 
Hyderabad ia on iccord, but not necessary further to ad veil to, as It does not 
at ul) affect the question wliich I am about to submit* 

3* Sir C. Metcalfe^ letter of the 23rd August argues against tlm C3tpe- 
dicney or justice of forcing die Nixam to provide Ibr tlicse Jaghmdm*F, whose 
11 
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I'fmiiiN fr]»j-csijiiUifl an properly n^Eiiriiit the Britiinli Gaircmmcnt, if 

mjamiti outf A List of tilt* dillim!^ at tim snmc time ibr^varded to 

itic Sdfin^iut! sliowing the amount dkiimed an upwards of oji£ 

ht/iff ifiiff /ftoHxariff nr/itfn^ 

■L. TN’ Supic’iue (bavei anient replied tn the uliove letter oa the idth 
!\j)veinhei' and laiidly fruMnts fiir tlilTcrii}^ with flin ftcsidcnt, 

i>hd tbr e«nT^id<-j hit; tliat ^hc [inytiM^ni sfioiild Ibll ii[k>n the Niwnn, Thi^ 
epiiiieti (pf thct J^upmiu' GovcinnreMf niusf, Im^vever,, lie [ilaeeil on njit' dtle, 
us it, was slii>rl!y ulh'ituiTds efithely wnlnh-aivn^ having been Ibund lu Inivo 
\»'vi\ ibiniisl o]i "u roitfLtseil sind inlsteikeii view i>f tliu real uii^rits of tlie 
eLis<i:'* ; uiuC f minc^ly advert to it ►lere to n'lult'v ilie I’LSirrative aefnnn^ett'd and 
iiiU‘ll]^iM<‘ o>u% !Linl Ijecimse the hlter ilsi'lf is of iniportniu'O, an eciutuiniii^ ait 
exptessiini of the (iDviiinor Geiiei'iil's opiiiiitn lliut the daiiii of the Jui^lieer- 
durs to e(Joi]K'ii.s!LlJojiyWj//i thtf/ i^mu tw wu’j adonhirul uiic\ ft was idjserieilj—* 

Aller iillj iifiwever, the (hiveiiior fhaioral hi eaiuiot snpjsoso 

the pretensions advoeated liy the Uimimissioner in the Deteari to possess 
any peoiiliar wei^ht^ si nee, Isad suelt heeii the ease, apparently either thidr 
Ja;^heers vvinitd iu>l have been losuiiu'fl Ijy oiir mvn olliteis^ or sonic speeilie 
provision wouUi have Iseen made fEn-theni <hii'iii^ the interval whUdi chipscd 
hi'twetHi the i‘(nup(i'sl of Ihijee Ihio’s Lenitojit^s and tin? c'oin}9l<;tioii uf the 
art'iiiioeiiienLs Jbr die trmisrei' of the ehanj,^etl disiricts to the iVi/ain." 

h. Tlie wiiolc of the !dji>ve eoncsjjondeiice was on the 14tli J\oiember 
tbi'wai^led by Liu- Supreme lo Lhe liriuibay t loveriinmit, witji ii recjiiest 
tii;U tl niiidd bi' eoiijiuiiiiie:Ued to the Coinniissjoiier in the Det-tan^ tln‘ Itesi- 
ilcnit ai Hyderabad liLi>in^ been jireuonsly Ijilbniied that such a roni'se ^vmdd 
l)c adojifed, atnl buun^ been at tlio Himic time dci^ired to eontjime to com:- 
j-pond on the snhjeet wj(h the Commissioner. A'o Jurtliej- eoiTes]K)Tidente, 
Imwever, did take plaec hetvveen these two fiiuetionaricH, as the tpicsfioii was 
tliseiisst^l tlironj^Ji tho eliaiuie] of tlie resjievlivti f lovcmiiieiiLs* 

d. 'I'iio Conimtsdioner hi tlic Deccan (Mr. t'liapliii), when made ivci|uaint- 
rd with ihe views and opinioiiL'; of the Supreme trnvciunicnt and of the 
Kesident ai I lyderalmilj jamcceded on the Gtli March IS’J l tliua to cxju'csis 
Ills own ttentiireiits :— 


** Aa some miiiconfeptiou sseciufi to me to Ji:ivc arisen in resjKit-1 to the 
nut m e of tlie elaiins of the iinlividmUs ni fpiesLion, I cannot iceoin iJu it to 
niystdf' to allow tlio matter to [YAflA over unnoticed, and ]io|ic for the 
iiidul^onee ot (roverniiient whilst 1 proceed to place their cases in what 
appeni's to me to lie tlicir projier b^lit/* 

The mlseonce])ti(m ml verted to waa one entertained both at Tlyderiibad and 
Cnieidia, that the Ja^hceirdai's’ claims were on Uie old dominions of tlic Miznm, 
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^vllcrcfl^^ Mr. Cliiipliii miw CV]>1 allied tliein to bcfjr o\i Llie Cliouth 

formerly lo the Pcsii^vu* but ciLln^ly Tllac^(i over in free gill to tlie 

Nl/ani by Ailiiie II. of ibc Ti'wity of the l^itb Oee^mljer 
7. Mr. Cbipbn further exuliilned tlml th^ whole of tlic Jugltcordiird' ehiliiif^ 
on the (]lioiith amounted to ahotfl Jh^s luhbs of out of ivUifii he pro- 

ec!cded to aeket eJaims nmounling to nboLit furtf/ i/nutsfiftt/ uml to 

asjsign rc!tH£ins fir slmugly icediiiuiendii^g tluil the JVJkiOji sliouhl be rrifJed 
upon hi [Jriy this lattei' uinouiit. Thin M'letitlon iviis explnhied as follows :— 

Jt now only remuhiH to neeouiit lor the sinallnes.^ of the pivsent demmnlj 
when eeiiipared witlilhe t<ihd amount stiUeil to have been \w.\d by j^ersoin^ 
of this deseilptioO. Tor tins ]nir|hKo I have liatl n sluhnneut |u^e|)nivd, 
exhibiting the nauie.H of the holders, tin: aniount enjoyed liy eneli indivldua), 
and tile provisioii subsef|urmtEy made for those wliose possessions formec] a 
part of the five laths. llshouM b[M>lHei ved| ho wover, tlmt these persons, 
being ndJierenfs to the Pesliwa, held, tn thb greater number of instnnees, 
large iaglien s, (See. in bis more inmieilude <loiniutoni^, whieh being i'estnued„ 
their rnlueed eirenmslanre^ were taken into eonsiiloration liy our (Uoverii- 
meiit, and an ailetjuale malotciianee made for thom^ a;^ will appear hum the 
Ntalemei it.” 

I: have ah'eady slated 'ii\ paragiTtpb U that tlie elaims of the Jagheta'- 
darri at first put forwai^l aad reeonnnended hpr iliiuidafion amounted to 
upwards t>f min btfiA nutl nofhfncii ifirti^and ra/mrs; this Mim Mr, Chiipha 
I'eiUieed, as shown in liu: last paiiigra^ih, to about /i/rh/ tfioit-'ifUirl atai 

thuri exjdamed liis I'l-asou Ibr doing so 

“ Ja making this demand it may, in egjisidemtimi of the fiiianeial embar- 
rassnuiiits of the imam's rtovenniieut, be desirable to limit it as far ns 
possible, and 1 have, the re fom, again infjuirrd into the eireunislaaees, erai.- 
dif.ion, and tide to coiisideratiou of earJi indlvichiah and beg to submit Ihe 
aee.ojnpunyirig list ^amounting' to Us. of those wiiose ehiiais, in 

my o|>|]]ionj merit partieldiil ly the intei'eossiou c^f tair tioveiament in tJieir 
helinlf.” 

Sir C. Metcalfe was iimdc ne^piaijilcd with Mr. Ghajiliu's reeimiiaen- 
datioji, and on the 5111 Juno fbnvjirded a desjuiteh on tile suiijeet, oliarae- 
by the Govenuueni of (lulia as u “ highly able, oonipvehensive, and 
pcrspleuous e?ipn;^itioii i>f this lulheHtMU-unrlerstood i|ueslicm.^^ Neaily the 
whole of llic Ueskleut^s letter i's devoted to an ehiboi‘ate and >triuiL!J^ e.v- 
pifssixl exposition of the injusliee and iiiexpudieney of calling upon the bii/aui 
to comply with Cfiojilifi^s Titmlifind 7-nctmtmpndntlfiii (vide paragvsijjll 

mid this is a subjeet with whicli my jnesejit I’eleioiKC lias nothing to do, 
but flieie me seme ineidoiilal allusions to tlie r/dhtffff <f tftv phiiw 
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Ai\t\ riirKiiistiiiK on iheir raUJfty or oihcnil^^t!, wJik'Ji, t'umiti;^ 

tWnn -^E> slIiJo 'd mil) us having liccti cordially concurred in by llic Su¬ 

preme f Jiiveimncnt, cjiimot be omitted. 


U). jArbcIcj X> of tlic Trenty of tln> l*itli December ]H22 is fjttoted nt 
|eii;;jt]] by tin: llesideiitj nud I berc idlude to it bccfiu^ie it show* that eih 
iv; 4 ,ndrt the ce^^fiionB iniide tn tlic Nkum,/wro/iT were dkpotsed of under rules 
(d>vi(Hi!ily cr|ijiLi.!ile Jintl considerEifCj but iiettially fuv^ftmthiff to llie former 
lioidei'M of them t1i:m tliose wbieli In bvanc cai^Ci^ it i±^ propoi^cd to npply to 
(ir—whut ainounti^ b: the same Ibinj^—lo jiciihiouHi j^ituitetl 111 lieu 
iif them, Ailiele X. proeides that Iiinin grnntis shall be ixjspcelcd by the Ni- 
'/anfs (iovmmieut, “ piwided those "mtiU slmll have been in force at tlie 
breaking uni of hosli[itie!i with the Pcsliwu ji^ ttie moiilh of NovembiT 1817, 
uud that tlio bold Cl'S of iliem shall have pei'lbriiietl Llic conditions [)rcscj'ibed 
in Mr. lllpIdnstoneV pioclamalion dated the IJth February 1S18/^ 

1 f* AVilli re^unl ti> tliesc liiams, wUicIi wi^re ^uaiaiiteed;, Sir C- Metcalfe 
in a snb-^cqucut portion of this dcspakdi states :—^ 

At an early period, Mr, Kljibinstoiic iiifurmcd Mr. Ibisi^ell ibat fiiums, 
Wntuns, ami Wins] 111 suns were to be coutiimed in the territnry acquired 
by the Company, nnk.-ss the, owners liatl aillicr[:<l to the Pesliwa as late aa 
the ICtlk April 1818, and recommended the game rule for adoption by tlic 

Itf' M 


These are the “ fttrfturnhh tr^nits” alluded to 111 luy last pariii^mpb : they 
ai^c eoiitUlcrcal h»ss itivoiirable because it is ]!n\^sumed that the Ni'/am has 
eerbonly not eouerdedthan Mr. I'dplimstoiie i‘eemuiu&aded, while' it ix 

ffff'i that Some id' tlinst: rccimuiiended for j^cusious twtti propoted to be 
dceluml ficraiUwy did not make their ajipearaucc until lung aller Uie l2lh 
Ajiril 1818 , 

12. The 2thli paragraph of the Re.skleiit'a letter I quote entire; it contains 
vvhut seems to uu: an exc^ccdingly slrong argument agoiust insisting on the 
recognition of the Jaghcerdiu-s’ claims by tlic Nizam, but which argument [ 
take to be just as npjjlieable to Uic recognition by the l^ritish Government of 
the Sffjw/iVnyy tkfa of the claimants \ uml I cannot see how tlie grunt of 
hei-cdittii t/ jjensi ms in eonimunition of any portion of these claims can esca|)e 
the c<instraction of a reeogiution of title, tho extension of which to the enor- 
iiioufi reinahiiitg muss of elnims of a piT(ieisely similar character it would 
ajipureutly be dl 111 cull, if not inipossiUe to refuse under any rules, or on 
any grounds tiilicrwiae than urhilrary ones, tiir C* MetculJ'e'ii 20 Ui para¬ 
graph is as follows :— 


“ The chiims now advanced by Mr. Chaplin fire Icps tlian a twelfth 
of the whole amount of the Choiilh Jiiglicers. 'I’hcy lU'C selected orbitra- 



APPENDIX Y. 


jriJy—llial la, Iiy oili' cwn will, without reference to the JVizam—from tlic 
mass of JughccT claiinii on the Choutli. # If we are ivarranteU by tlic Treaty 
in iitfliKtiiifT on tliese, we might insist on mei'e. In fact, these claims, 
when lost brought forward by Mr. Chaplin, were staterl at an amount 
nearly treble of the present total to wlii<ili they have been red need at 
his sole pleasure and discretiou. Bat the original total of these claims 
eaiuc ki nearly the half of the whole Choutli,—the value of the Choiith wah 
the only clear gain proffered to the JViznm la the Treaty, Is it to be 
sii|>[iosed that in that Treaty he ceded back to us the right to deprive him 
of half of his acquisition witbcnit dilReulty or demur, and oven vs^llhonl 
mention of the ecssum i Yet snrh is the nnavoidabLc cunehmion if we 
eonlciid that wc have a right by Article X. of the i'leaty to require from 
thy Nbam any portion that we clmosi' to lix of the Choiith Jagbeors i lor 
if we arhitrarily deiiiand a poi Lion, vve must have an equal right to demand 
the svhyle, tlieie being no stijmhitloi^ in the Treaty to prevent us, Jf it 
cedes any, it ctalos all; but 1 think it is eloiu- that it cedes none/^ 

13* Tlie follow big |>assage, which occurs in tha 2^1ril jiaragraph of iSir H* 
Mctcalfe^s letter^ illnsliates, 1 tliiiik, in a remarkable nn^onier the dilUcuky 
which may arise, should an htirctlUdiy tide be once recognised :— 

“But Jaghuers were extdnded csjiecialiy with regard to Oie 
ferr]lories. For iiistaiice,— ilie Piml Sue liew was one of the fir^il of tile 
Cliirlii who left the Peshmi, on which account Mr. Kiphinstone promised 
him Ills whole Jagliecr, uxeejiting his claims on the Niv.anfs coimtry* The 
Jaghecr claims of the Akiilkote Raja in the Nizam’s territory were aUo 
dciiierl him on tJic same principle-’* 

Tim above isj, 1 think, under pi’cfienC cireumstanccs, rcjdctc with sigiiifi- 
cnecc, and I sliull agahi iiiore parlicnlarly refer to iu po*ssibIe application in 
n subsequent ppilion of this Ictteiv 

14. Sir 0* Metcaire took occasion to record his own acntlmcnts on the 
propriety of the Jagheer resumptioEis. The opinion of a man of such nbility 
and experience must by entitled to very gi'citt respect, even though opposed 
to that of Mr* Elplittistonc* It was but partially, liowcvci-, and on one jKiint 
only that they flittered, and that wus not in rcgai d to Jaglicers; and to /«- 
alone U this reference confined* In the late discussions regarding the 
pension lists, and in the Court of Directors^ obscrvutiouH regarding tl»cm, I 
can nowhere find a single allLtsion to the fact that the resumption of (he Chouth 
Jtiplteers was a ffenf^rai one, and that it so up to the present Aew?',— 

the value of sucli ^e^t«lnptioli^ being more than fee IfMs of rupees, I now 
quote entire the Hcaideiit's 2GtIi paragrapli:— 

"It might he asked why pci’sonal Jagheers were not reserved im 
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wbll as otiicr iiUonation? of revenue called limms. It if) Jiot in- 

cundiont on nic to ans^wer tUini. queation^ ac; I am not rci^^wnHibre fur tlie 
distinctioti^ I am uf opinion that tnams for the most part mlg^lit have been 
resumed us well as Ja^heerSj and tfiat it was not necessary to continno 
cither; but it was dtjtcrnimcKl by the proper authorities that the Inams 
should be preserved and Uie .l agbecrs resumed/' 

15. The last quotation which I have to make fiotn this dcs[}Utcli is on tlie 
subject of the ni:ecssity or otherwise of mukinj^ atty coittpanstUioit tU ail on 
ai-i:outit of the Clioutli .fa^liccrs* Sir (J. Mctenlfu thought tlie ipicstion a 
dnubtfid onCj on iha nul/iorltt/of Mr. ChapHit hhtutflf and thus expressed 
Ills doubts in ibo eummencement of the 7*2iul paru^rnpb t — 

*'The first question to be decided is^ whether any juovision htr thes<) 
.laj^licerilurti be neccssni’y 0i not* This neems doubtlVil : jVTr. Chaplin biw 
Ixifove declai'Ctb that If tlie chooses not t[> jugvidc ibr tln^ntj it wjb 

not l>e iricinubeut on ils to do so,—fi'oui iviiich it wonhl njijx^ar to be n 
"matter of o[ition/' 


J wtmld here reinai’k that wliat was then considered ns of snidi dmildrul 
iioccssity, iitid was aflei^waitls conceded only at i\lr* ('huplii/s eainest wdici¬ 
tation nnii in a far caxrSf ivns niincly a irttiifffMrt/ pfctinlfin/ jnvr-twvf^ Kv<ut 
the iatter officer advocaW notJiiih^ fni'tjier tinm tlds, ainf this obviously af- 
fonled no precedent on winch otherts coidd eoiiic forward witli claims, ft wiis 
an arbitrary distribution of the bounty of llie Uinajrniuciit to ohjects sclecled 
ns tlie niosL requiring or the inosl dcflcrvin^ of it, 

lf>. I’lie Suprisuft (iovernimuit sitkiiowled^^ed thti receipt of t>ir (b JVTet' 
(■nllb's despatch on the 'iotli f'cbniary 1825, and, niter passiurj the bij^hc.-'t 
possible cuJrt^ium oil the writer, cxjjresscd nn eiitireconcnn'i'ncc in Ins vie us, nud 
ilcekii'cly rcimqnislied nil claim lui tliu Niznin for the ]uiy incut of com jieiisation 
to the Chrnitlj Jn^Iicerdai's, Tiio tlovei^nmcut despatch thus conelnded, and 
the ]Kiraffinpii seems sj>eetaljy deserving of attention tr— 

** Neither di^es any obligation appear to attach to the jronorabh' fJom|xiiiy 
to provide for the Mhouth Jsighoordars, who have suffered by the events {tf 
the war in common with their lute sovereign, Tlnjec Kao; but the final 
decision of this part of the queiijtion, of eounsc, belongs to the Chn ermiient 
of IJoinhiiy.^' 


17* Sir C. Metcalfe’s despnteli of the 5tli June, and the abnvo ilerisiiui 
pasf^st upon it, liaving been tluly coinminiinited to llici flovcrinnent of Utiin- 
bay, tJiat (iovernmeut on the 2nd April 1825 tlinn atidressed Mr* Chaplin 

til conlimnUioii of IbiincT comsspondcnce regarding tbe elaluis of the 
.laglieei’dais who liavc been deprived of fheb posijcsshnis hi Illy iliglmi;?5s 
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tlic Nlz:im"st Donniiiions by tlio recent cxchnngesi^ wHb Ilia Fltghnca!!, I iiavo 
tJie lionotir to tinnHinit to yon copy of^a deppatch from the Secretary to 
the Suproine (iitvernniont, flatted the 2otli Fchraniy lustj on tlic subject^ 
1111 ft to rerpn^t tliiit you vill be to favour the Govenior CjJenemI in 

Council ivitti your opinion svliotlier uiiy and ivliat mciiKure^ filionid he 
adopted by the UritMi Government for indeiiiiittyiti^ the Jii^hecrdarH in 
fjuestioTi, Under tlie iteeiaion now passed tlniL they have no eliiini on llie 
Wiznnfs (jovennnent/' 

IK. Oil the 1 Ith April lS2o Mr. Chaplin replied to the 13ondjay Govern- 
nieiitj as follovva:— 

" 111 rejdy, I liave the honour tfi i^ifnto that as hopes of (ditiiiiiiny; com¬ 
pensation have from the lii’st been Jield. out tliein, they ou;^ht, perliapHj 
to receive sometliinp:, the amount of whieli n 111 depend on tliC jdeiisnre of 
Govern nienl. The eindoscd list shows ivlnit I ihonii'ht they ouijht Ifj have 
rtx'cived froin the iViKanij itnd the least tliey oin^lit cjut of humanity hi 
from nSj thoiiE^h w‘C are not jdjsoInleJy bound to jntivide for tlicni/* 

I would here solicit a referenco to my ITitli pui'a^niph, in which 1 have 
explamed ihe h'rms oil wdiich jiruvUioii was at last made for a Jew iuetectctt 
("Imulh Jai^lieerdnnf!- The above (piotiilioii from Mr. Chapllifs letter shoivji, 
I llilnkj that he had no intention of reeomniciiLEiii^ :mything based on an 
afEmission o\‘ ItiU of any .sent, inutdl ksfi an hereditary one* 

Ul. !Mr. C Ini pi In's proposal was sanetioued by the IVunbay Govemmeiit 
on the 2oili A ja il lK2o, and so muttei's stood when the Court of Direetoi Sj in 
the litird pai![graph of n despatch to the Govci imient of Bombay^ dated the 
of Ajuil I tSJdj ill reviewing souie pixjcecdings in I'egard to eertaiti 
peiisionSj rcmark<’<l as Ibllows 

Your proceciiings in these eases were in exact conformity to the provi¬ 
sions of the Pooiia pension lists* Wc ai'C, however, rmt satisfied that tJie 
claium of pensioners whose allowances were granted in lien of landed pus- 
Kc.ssions wore always ilidy cunsideved in that list. In tiic ease of Venkutrao 
Goviiid (the fn-st case rcjxn tedjj the pension of Hs, 200 per annum ^ was in 
lieu of personal Jaghoer situated m the country ceded to tlie Nizam*; and 
ill another caj;e, that of Hulled Khati, barbaronsly muidered recently in 
the Nizam's country, the peinfion was also Gn lieu of a personal Jaghcer 
held by Imam JJUnldur/ lather of tlie deceoficd. Whatever rules may be 
ultimately pi^serihcd in relation to Jaghecr lands should be extended to 
pciisiona grantt-tl in coininuhition of such lands* In most coses, no doubt, 
the claim to the laad cannot have amomitcd to a hcreditaiy right; otherwise, 
in Iho liberal arrangements matle by Mr. Elpliinetone, the land itself would 
Iiavc been continued instead of u pension. Yet ibis may not always have 
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bcfiii tlie case, cspcctaUy ^vhcn the land Ibrmcd part fif territory eedftl to 
li prince, nor must it bs foi'f^oltcn tJiat the cessions made to the 

Ni/ani vrata tniamunpanied with the usual stipulations ugainet the resump¬ 
tions of Inims and WuIudm/' 

20. Under these instructions, lists were prepared by the Agent for Sirdars, 

wlio, on tlie rith January 1844, in banding tliem up to (jovernmtait, observed 
til at it seemed “ clear that the Court of Directors, in speaking of pensions m 
fommutadon for ftudnjams, alluded only to those wlicj^ on tlic principles an¬ 
nounced and ut:ted on by the British Government, had just claims to Surin- 
jams, wind I tliey lost in the Euljiisttiient of the teiTitoriul claims of British 
allies, or of which tJiey were otlicrwise deprived by the British Govemment" 
Mr. Warden also pointed out llial Inams and Wui'shasuiia reserved by 
Article X. of the Treaty witli tlie and observed tliat this “ would ap¬ 

pear to liavfi at the moincjit escaped tlu' notice of the Court of Directors.” 

21. Mr. Warden's lisfci were subscqucjitly, umlcr oi-dera from Government, 
revised by his succossur, Mr, Brown, hut the ly’vision seems to have been 
almost a nominal one, but few alterations of consequence having been made, and 
iliose few not at all affecting the present question. These revised lists aic now 
about to nndei^o a final scrutiny by ibis department, wliicli,as organised for 
the e^epress purpose and willi special reference to the performance of such 
duties, has, cjf course, at its disposal means superior to any that lmv<i hillieiio 
existed. Before, however, tip[)lying this test and finally re|>Oi ting on caelr 
cose, 1 deem it right to make this reference, as the circarnstunccs above 
detailed, which have only very lately come to ray knowledge, lead me to doubt 
wliijthcr tbe inquiry referred to In jiaragrapb 19 was ordered with a full 
recollection of past proceeding!?, and whether Government or the J f onoruble 
Court of Dircctm^ have ever anticipated that claims to nn citoi mens amount 
may be preferred by persons deprivetl of lands licld by them on precMtf (he. 
same tenure as that which it is now pioposcd sbull confer an hpreriitarff tUh to 
pension, or wliethci- this Iras been anticipated and Oovemmont are ijrcf^arrul 
to negative all such claims, 

22. I have only to add my belief tJjat out of the Chouth Jaghoci^i, amount¬ 
ing to Us. 5,t>0jXXl, which were resumed, by far tlie greater pen^inu would, 
on inquiiy, be found to have l>ceQ held at the breaking out of the war in a. d, 
1817, and tg have been granted by the Sattara Huj:ia previous to a. d. 1751. 

I have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) T, A. CowPEB, Captain, 

Assistant Iimni Commissioncj^ 
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No. 1570. 

ft 

From \V. Hart, Esq*, 

loiiiti CotttDiis.S]uncr, 

To A* Malet, 

Chiof Scci'ctary to Govcmmont, Dombny* 

Daietl KhiiuillitUay J3iA Janwirij 1863, 

Sib,— With reference to your letter No, 4349^ OutcO 1st October 1852, 1 
]in.^e the honour of stating tliut the scrutiny of the eu[>[ilemental pension lists 
to which it relates is proceeding ; but as tUcre is an important questlon'con- 
nected witli one class of pensions granted tii lieu of resumed Suriujums^—which 
qucstioi^ as ageiierid one, seems to require the early decision qf Government,— 
I would beg the attention of tlio Flight lionoruble the Governor in Council 
to the following cerciimstunces, and to Ca]>tain Cowper s letter, No, (j5I, dated 
22iul Dccemlici' 1852, herewith suhaiittcd. 

2. The ]>ciisions hi wiiidi tins question relates are those which were 
granted In a. o, 1K25, in liou of Jaghcera which had beea cliatges on the 
Swunij I e ven lie coded to Ilis Iligbness the Niisamby the Treaty of tJie 12tJt 
Do^^iinher 1822. 

!l. Thts recoids iif Govcrnnieat allow that the whole of these Ja^^licers 
(Tillich were gciicj ally ispoken of as the Chouth Jughecre) were valued at 
its. 5,{)0,OiJtl, but that, after a very full and jirotracted diacuissiun, (which liLsied 
fioiu A. l>, lS2d initU 1825, and in w^hich tlic right ofthctlis[HJSsefised Jaghcer^ 
(Lai'S to coaij>on.saLloji w:ls dLscussed by the Supreme Government and that of 
]Bombay, as Tvell aa by Mr. Ghujilin and Sir Charles Metcalfe,) llio Govern- 
incut of India recoi’dcd as their opinion that no obligation attached citlicr 
to th(! Nizam (ir to the Honorable Company to provide, for the Choulli .Ja- 
ghccrdans wlio Ind '‘^sutlercd by the events of the war iu common with their 
Into BOvereign, Bnjee lino/* 

4. The Govcriiinciit of Bombay was (eft to foim a final opinion on this 
poiut, and they did so by t^auctioiilng a jiroposol by Mr, Cliapliuthat « cirforn 
Jew of the dispossessed Jagliecrdai'S slicmld be pensioned “/iff* /?/«*" 

5. A reference to tlie correspondence which took place at the time, and 
which resulted in this arrangement, will show fJiat whatever may hare been 
the cose with regard to ordinary claims, nt>n& of tlie claims of the Cftouth 
Jet^keerdars need have been classed by llie Honorable Court of Directors 
among tlio.se of which they wei*© apprehensive (vide paragm[}h 32 of tlie 
Jiunorable Court's de»j>atcb No. 8, of 12th April 1842) tfiat llie circum¬ 
stances of the jiensloucrs were not " dnly considered,” had tliey boon made 
aware of or rememherod the discussion of A. D, 1823 to 1825, 
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C. I conclude, furtlicrj tUat there cun be no doubt tliat when the Ilunorablc 
Court, on the fpioiindH of the np^rehension noticed above, decided in jMittL- 
[finph 132 of lUeir despatch ^fo. 8 of 1842 that—** Whatever rules may be 
nltitniitely prescribed tn relation to Ja^hcer lands should be extended to 
pension!^ granted in comnintation for such lands,’" tliey intended only that such 
pensLuns should be continued jici-manenlly as wei'c granted in lieu of Surin^ 
jams which would have been c^mtmued permanently had not the pensions 
been substituted for them, and not Co pensions granted as a life provision out 
of charity to persons who had been by the conquest of the country dispos- 
Bcsscd of assignments on its revenues, and had merely, as explained by the 
Supreme Government, " suffered J>y the events of tlie war in common with 
their laU^ sovereign.’^ 

7. But from pensions of many descriptions having been entered wllJinuC sulh- 
rlcnt clnssineatloii iti a d^*(;iiinent known as tlie “ i^oona Pension List,” ihe^re 
was nothing to keep Govenmient reminded to which of those entered as 
given in lieu of Jagheer wore of the class wliich had been finally decided on 
after the discussion alluded to above in my 3rd anrl 5th paragraphs, and which 
of them were assigned in lieu of Surinjams which would have been continn- 
ablc on the grounds of title under the Surinjam Rules tately iippi-oved rd'by 
tlie Honorable Court. And, therefore, the Court, having from tliese lists in¬ 
formation only of tlie facts that certain pensions (I'eported as now shipped) had 
been originally granted in Ucu of Jagln^er, were naturally apprehenHive that 
some liardship had taken place tlmjugh an oversight, whiclia loferciice to the 
curTGsjiondcneR now bronglit to notice will show ito( to have occurred at any 
rate with respect to pcnsioiiK ussigued to the Cliontli Jaglicerdars. 

8- ft seems a subject of r(>gret that wlien the 32ud paragraph of the 
Iftmorable Court's despatch No* 8 of 1842 was lefcrred for the report of the 
Agent for Sirdars, with tlie Government letter No* 1(J0, dated I8th Januaiy 
1843, he did not in hia reply recall tlic facts above mentioned to tlie attention 
of Government j but it docs not yet Hccm too late to bring them to the notice 
of the ITononiblo Court, us to obtain tlieir instructions as to whether or not 
the decision of a* j>* 1825 la to be upheld* 

9* In advertir^ to the difficnlties which will attend the Honorable Court's 
thmwing over the decision of A. i>* 1825 based on the idea tlmt tlie grant of 
Zi/^pensions in some eases to the ChoutJi Jagheerdars was a measure of 
indulgence and not one dcjicndcnt on any title of (he pensioners, Captain 
Cowper at tlie cEobg of his 2 1st paragraph m^uca as if lie believed that 
Government would tlicrehy deservedly lay themselves to the charge of 
inonnsiateney were they to rajeet the numerous claims of others who had as 
good titles to tJieir Choutli Jogliecrs as those Jogheenlars who were favoured, 
at Mr* Ciiapliu's recomniendation, wltlilife*peutiion«^ and although I consider 
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ibnit T 10 iiijuKtic^ woulil tlins be iJoriQ, mill llmi 1U4. Otwiirii* 

ment had an undisputed right to resume <zU the iagheers in querituiii, 
tile many from whom they have been resumed without eompeusation have nu 
htma fide clnim on the State because Government may choose to compensate 
n few in the same manner as if ^ title were recogntaed, I am constrained to 
admit that so doing may have on oppvincnce of arbiCrary caprice, which a 
etrict adherence to the settlcinenC of l82/> would avoid ; and that such 
adherence would, in fact, be loss likely to revive a feelffig of dissatislkction 
and distrust of the impartiality of Government than the application to a 
portion of the pensioned Chouth Jaglieerdars of rules connected with title 
wliich it would he most pensive and impolitic to apply to all the Jagheer* 
dars dispossessed under the same circumstances^ 

IQ* Captain Cowper^s letter contains a clear and continuous history of the 
trEuisactions to which I have considered it necessary to allude but briefly j and 
I would, therefore, Holicit the hiist attention of Government to it, begging to 
notice only this; fact, in addition to what I have written above, that the 
assiini]}tion of Captain Cqwper at the close of hin ISth paragraph that Mr. 
CliupJiu “had no inteiitioii of recommending anytliing based on an admission 
of title of any sort, much leas an hereditary one," ia home Out by the head* 
ing of ilie li^jt of proposed ]>onaJo])a submitted by him on the lltJi April 1B25 
and sanctioned by Government on the 25th idem* in which all tlic proposed 
petisloiiK aiT. sprciticsdly limited as "^to In? giantodyjjr life" The list in ques- 
tion was not in Ca]!tamOovv]>er*s possession when he wrote his letter No* (151, 
ii[jvv Mubniitled, or he would, doubtless, have mentioncil this fact in odditiou to 
IIkiso eittid by him. 

11. 1 am i^:s]]cctfully of opinion that it would be advisable that Govern* 

meut should act with regard to the Chuutli Jagheerdars" pensions hi confor¬ 
mity with the doeisloti of A. d. 1825, until the Honorable Court of .Directors 
sliiJI have (he oppoilunity of uonKidering whether* under tlie circumstancen 
now brought to notice by Captain Cowper, thut decision should be disturbed 
liy tlio instructioni conveyed in paragraph 32 of the Honorable Court^i* do- 
sputeh No, S of 1B42, wlndi do not J 5 ccm to have bc^in issued with the 
rceollcetioii of the dlscuiision nicntioncd above in my 3rd j>anigraph. 

[ have the honour to be, &c* 

(Signed) W, Hart, 

Imun Commiiisioner. 
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Pfu. 35r> OF 1HG3, 


To W. Uaht, Esq., 

Iciiiiti Coinmisgioucr^ 


Political DEPAiiTWErffr. 


am dii’ectcil Ly the Itif'ht Ilouarablo the Governor in CoemciJ to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated the 13tli instniit, No* 1670, and 
to inform you thaT Govcninieiit is of opinion timt in all case!* iu wfiirh 
hercditaiy right k> Jaghoci-s was rcftisetl, no pension granted to tiie |>i^rSiOa 
whose claim was so rojccteil can bn cont^idured lieroJitury, unless especially 
declared to be so ut the time of the grant* 

2* All your proceedings relative to such claims slnuild be 1 hihc{ 1 on tUk 
view, which will be rcjiorted for the ordci'S of the iloiiorable the Court of 
Directors, . 

1 have the honour to bc^ &c* 

(Signed) A, Malft, 
Chief SeeietiLiy* 

Somhay Castltf 25th J^anufirtji 1853* 


-Eiviract Pttratp’aphi 11 (o 13^7-*™ a Dci^Kiich fi inn the Honarabh the. Vmivt 
of IHr^ctorSf daierf the \^ik Mojif NtK 27 tf 


Para. 11. Wc uve mneb ronccnicd to lenin that Mr. Unit has lound 


13 to Kk ftirtliur prf^- 
ceci1iii|i^d conELettciL with 
tliv liifU iireptiteii hy Mr. 
Itrown* of iiHitisioas riyovcd 

in ouuimutEtion of 8unii- 
jimn, 


reason to believe that “ errors uod ovensighLs ” of ii 
grave naUue have occurred in forming the rcvijfi-d 
Surinjsim lists wblcli ut piic.-seiit regulate the conliuW' 
aiice or rcsnmptiou of Suritijimis. Yon have called 
on Mr. Hart to rejvort In detail isjxin eocdi of lire 


cases” witli refcretMTC to which he has reason to think that sucli errors liave 
been eommitted, and a.s the lists of pimsions in lieu of Suilnjariis, though 
a]>proved by us, bad not yet been finally adopted, you have very jiroperly 
placed them in ulHiyunce, and referred tlieni to Mr. Hart the purpose of 
testing their ^^cnracy. 

12. Mr* Hart's Assistant, Captain Cowper, withwliom Mr, Hart cApiesaeft 
his eoncurrcnce, has called In question the right of any holder of a jicrisioii 
granted in Lieu of a Surinjatn to anything more than a life-tetiare* These 
claims all arone from resumptions by the Njsiam'a Government. Tn tlie ar- 
rangemcDts made after the fall of llie Pcsliwa, the Nizam was released h^om 
the payment of Chouth, and certain districts were also made over to him. 
The British Government stipulated that the Nizam slioitlld n<jt resume luams 
and WwrsbasuBs, but alter much coiuideiatioii determined to moke no siml- 
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far ^tipulfition with r^gnicl to Surinjaips. The Surinjams chargeable on the 
Cltouth alone amounted, tt is stated, ta not than Us. 5,0O,OUO per annum, 
of wliich Captain Cowper expresses Ins belief that the greater part were 
granled by tJje Sattam Kajas previous to 1751. It was held, however, that 
nrsthcr was the Nizam botintl to continue them, nor our Crovenitnent to make 
compensation for them; aud in a comparatiTGly small number of instances 
only, on special grounds, pensions were granted by our Government, wliich 
grants, Mr. Hart is of opinion, should be rcganled acta of liberality or cha¬ 
rity, n<Jt giving a right to such considcJ'atioii as has been shown to holders of 
SuriJijatns in the terntory act[uire<l by ourselves. 

13. We think this argument go<id ho far as it aRfecta Surinjams chargeable 
on the Glioutli. Tlieae being mci’e money payments from a branch of the 
public revenue, cannot be regarded in the same light with lojided ]K>sscssions 
or links. Tlic event of the war put an end to the Clionth itself anil to all 
jjuymenbi eliurgcable on it. The Ni/ani could not liii expected to oonlinue 
|)aymeiits fiom tlie spoils of his own cciimtry to thijao to whom they bad been 
allotted by his ]iredatory neigh bom's ; and even histins chiirgeablc on such n 
fund would not Imve had a well founded claitu to further continuance, were it 
not for the jiromise contained in Mr. KI|ihinstmie"ii proclamation. But it m 
otlicnwisG with such of tliiise Surinjums as consisterl of landed jiossessions in 
disti-iels f runs [erred to the Nizam. Tlieso, if of older date than 1751, would 
have been considered hereditaiy, if ilie country had remained under our go¬ 
vern in enf, and any )>ensions which have been grunted to ilie holders in conse- 
ipienec of tl^etr disjiussossion should be Iresited in Uie same mauiier, ThU 
docs not iiiijdy, iis (.Jajibiiu Gowpisr auppose^^, that we should recognise the 
cl^iuis of to whom no jioiisions have heen ullottcc]. It is one thing to 

rticull into csirileiicc claims whicli were reject’d Ihiiiy’ five years ago, and 
unotlicr to give to victual |>oss&MSors the lieuofit of the priiadplcs on which their 
caics would he decided if they now tor the first time came he fore us. lii 
our letter of the l*2th April 1842, referred to hy Captain Cowper, the only pen¬ 
sions of which We spoke were those gimited iii <oiimiutation of '^Jaghcer 
lands” situated in territory coded to a Native jirJnce. Wo never intended 
to apply the same rule to tJiosc grantwl in commutation for payments from 
the CJiouth, and, if we rightly understand Mr. Hart, he recogniacH the " 
flame diHtiiictzoi^ Wc desire, therefore, that it be kept in view in revising 
the lists. 
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From Captain T. A* Cowpeh, 

Af^^istant Tnam 

To W, HahTj 

luam Conimif^Bicin^r^ 

Dated Pmna^ 2oth Fehrmrif 1J^53* 

—1 liiivc llio lumnur to repoii tlm r^^^TiU of my iu4i:iiy (ort1er«(l in the 
Cliitsf Secretary^ letter Wo. 4^40, of the 1st Oetoixrr rogardirig the 

pension mimboied J4 of CIiu^s 111. in the revised lii^ts fiubmittcd to Govern^ 
nient by iho A^cnt Ibr Mr. IJrrmn, under elute the 4tb June 1S5L 

2. Till ft pension is one of Its. 320, Matmekjec wulud Buhudoor being 
hIlowh in tlic revised lists as the original gr^mtec thereof. It is also shown 
that this pension was never inclnded in any of tJic previous pension lists wliicli 
liave at intervals^ been prepared. 

3. Knch being tlie case, and Mr. Brovvi/iji revised Usts containing the re- 
mmk that ^^no mformatlou" was procurable in regard to tlie age ofManuckjee 
wiuud Bahadoor, and that i$ not known wlioro this pensioner rcsiilcs and 
receives liis pension and wlietlicr lie has any sous/" 1 addressed tlic Agent for 
Sirdara on the Dth November last (Wo. 4H5) as follows:— 

** Adverting to the pension entered sis No. 14 of Class ill. in the revised 
lists in tlio name of Manuckjee wulud Bahadoor, and to the column of 
remarks, in which it is stated tliat ‘itis not known wliere this pensioncr 
resides and receives his peusion and vrhetlier he has any sons/ may I 
request the favour of your informing me whether your records afford any 
infarmatiou regarding tlic payment of the pension or the existence of 
Matiuckjee, subsequent to the date of the original grant by Mr. £1^ 
phinstone/’ 

4. The Agent for Sirdars has I'cptted under date the IStb instant, No. SB, 
and has informed me timt his " records do not afford any information regarding 
the payment of the pension or tbe existence of Manuckjee wulud Bahadoor, 
subsequent to the date of the original grant by Mr. Elphinstone/' 
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5. Under tliesc eilfutijjitances, it st'cms to me that ill is pcnaicm should not 
have been entered in the levl:^^! Jints, and that it bliould now be expunged 
i'mm tliOii]. I ImvOp tlierofoie^ alji^taiiied from attempting any [ij([U]ry into the 
of Uie gralitt peuding in^truotion^j and until 1 learn wlietlier (govern¬ 
ment deem any lailhrr Ij^^pdiy jimetjeahlo or neeet«sniy. 

I have the honour to be, A:c, 

(Srigned) T- A, C'^wpjsn, Captain, 
AsM^Unt Inmn Commisj#loner- 


No. vm. 

h’]TOiii W. IfART, 

Inuiii Cojuiiiis^ioiier, 

To A. MaMiTj, Kiiq., 

Cliiel'rieurotary to (government. 

14/A April 1853. 

SiRj—1 have the honour U> ftubinit a 1 ‘epoTt, No, (^5, dated 2otli Febniary 
IS->3| from my A^fsUtaiit, Captain {^owper, regarding the l>enyJOTi nmnhttred 
14 of (/lass 111. In the revised lists submitted to (jovemmciit by tlie Agent 
fu- Siidai's, Mr. Brown, under date the 4tii Jtme 18.^1. 

2. An tlic Agent for Sirdars iidunned Captain Coivper that he could give 
iw inrurmation as to the existence of tlic supposed jicii^ioner, or of tbe pay- 
iiient of the ptnsujii since tlie dato of its grant by Mr. Elpbinstoiie, 1 reterned 
on the 12t1i uLtiuio tu the Accuiintant General, wlio, prebsibly Iroin being unubJc 
to give the necessary inrornuition, truiuifciTed my letter to the Civil Audij^; 
and lie, in a Jelior No. 1016, dated 3Ut]i idem, inronns me that ** on reference 
to the nunual sTatenieiiLs of poLitieiil stipends and AV^nrsLiuf^unji, for life and 
Jiei'cditaiy, pay a hie by the (]oilect^>i‘a of‘ Hutuagl jerry, '['anna, Booim, Ahmed- 
niiggur, Khuiiiicisli, Bclgamn, i^nd DI jar war, tbo pemdon of' lU. 321) of 
Maiiuckjee wulud BahaJoor is not traceable." 

3. As it is evident tliat if this jjcnsion be still paid Government miglit tij 
know f^nn what treainury it is disbui'j^d, in order that aome supcivisicm may 
be bad over iis future coiJtluuanue ; and as if it is not paid at all, in conse¬ 
quence of the death of Manuckjec and hiii sons, or other causes, it ouf^htnot to 
be eivtei-od in the revised list, I would suggest that Government should forbid 
tim paymont of the jiejisiou in questiEin fiuni auif of its treasuries, until the 
Agent for Sirdui's cuu certify that tJie |>criun entered as pj^seut pensioner" in 
that lii^t is alive. 

4. With respect to ^ojim of the remarks regarding this pension (No. 14 of 
Clati:^ til.) coutainod iu tlie Idtli column of Mr. Brown'a list of tlie 4tb Jun^? 
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1851^ 1 oLscrve that he treutn M]‘. TurquandV letter (quoted in ]m Apjicndix 
l£> a.A entirely the rcF^iilt of mitsinrormatiou^reg^din^ the subject of which it 
treats, In paragtupli 10 of liif» letter, JMr, Turquand writes, — “ In the pension 
list Manuckjee Bargcer ta exhibitetl as having hecti granted a pension of 
Its. 320 in lieu of a Surhijurn of Us* 2,000 granted in 1802, and rcanmed by 
the British Govcriiiuent on itHL acoej^ion/’uud in hie lltli purugmph shown 
the crmneousiicAs of sucIl b stnteincnt, Mr» Brown simply stales lliat Mr, 
Tiirquund’s remarka ^^are not in aecordunce witli tlie list of the Honorable 
Mr^ FJphmstone, in which it is stated that Mauuckjee wulud B^hadoor Bargeei* 
held a Bui'Jnjam of ltd* 300, and a pecuniary jiensron of Bs* 320 wad gi^^en 
in lieu of this” &c. 

Cf. 1 think Mr. Brown might have perceived that Mr* Turquand in his 
lUth pBmgraph alluded only to the AgeiitHlist No. 3 , submitted witii Ins letter 
No. CiOj dated 16th April 184-1; under No. 12 of which it appears to be 
stated that Matiuekjf<^*s pensifin of Its. 320 was assigned in consideration of 
Jiis having hold a Sorinjiim of Hs. grunted to Jum in 1R02, tluaigli the 

dufe of its resuinjstion is not mentioned, and that the opinion stuted by Mr* 
Tiirfjiiund with respect lo such an entry was coniecl. 

(j. With respect hi his aHscrtir>n tluit Mr* Mlphlnstonc^s list sinter that it 
was ill lieu of a Stiriiijiim, vtfhml tti 366, tha t tJic pensjon of Its* 320 was 

given, 31r. Brown is hi ermr, if tho liiit to which lie alludes ho that su^jjnitted 
h\j ills. CommhdA^njcr Jfjtfjin"cwc Gavenuti^nt in 1H16, for the copy of tliat 

list, foi wTirtled to me witii yuur letter No* 877, dated 26th l^^ebruufy 1853, 
contains no such valuation as that alluded to by Mr. Brow'ii. It ia true that 
incjunraiKlu of valuation, &^c. are inserted muhv th^ column nf w%me of eacli 
S^rinjamdur, in ihc of the list on the Agent's records, and in the 

transcrijHs of that copy, wlitcli arc probabJy supposed Ify the JJoiiihay Govern* 
rociit to bo copies of the origimiL list. But, tor llio n^nsons stated in para¬ 
graph 2 ofniy letter No. loA?, dated 16th January 185IJ, it !;eema dangerous 
to look upon them as prwvf of the grounds of Mr. Blpiiinstone’s recommenda¬ 
tions, in siipcischsion of tlie proof aHbrdcd by tlic list slotted and submitted 
hif him to the Supreme Government, 

I have tJie honour to be, Jtc, 

(Signed) W, Hart, 

Inum Commissioner* 
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No. 12547 OF 1853. 


To the I NAM Commission EH. 


POLITICAI DErARTMBNT. 


am directfid hy the Itight Honorable tJiD Goyemor m Council to 
acknowledge the receipt of Mr. liart's letter No. 11)33, dated tJic I4t1i April 
lost, forwurding an original communication to his address from Captain 
Cowper, regarding the pension standing in the name of Manuckjee wulud 
Tlahadoor, lormlng cntiy No. 14 in Class ilL of Mr. Jlrown^s revised lists of 
pensions granted in eommuUition of Surinjams. 

2. In reply, 1 am desired to inform you, timt uiwlcr the circumstances 
brought to notice in the above coiTespondenoe, His Loidsiiip in Council has 
resolved, as suggested by Mr+ Ilait in the 3rd paragraph of his letter, to pro^^ 
liihlt any fnrtlier payments being made from any of tlie Company's treasuries, 
on account of lUla pension, until tlie Agent for Siitlars may be able to certify 
that Manuckjee wulud Bahadoor is really alive. 

I have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) If. E, Goldsmiu, 

Secretaiy to Government. 


SoiHbajf June 1853, 
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No. {Hi HF 

From Cuptaiii T. A. CowpeRj 

AAfibttUit hi a in C^niiuii^ioiici't 

To W, JFaut, listi., , 

Iiiflm Connuitisioiir.r, 

Dfjtcd Pooiiii, 2 fjth I*elrtt(tri/ I800+ 

Sin,‘—L have the honour to report the result of my hiquiry (rircJci'ed in the 
Chief Seoretai'y'rt letter No. 4'21[K of the 1st October regiiidiog tlie jieii' 

sion numbered 13 of Class ITl. ui the revised lists submitted to Government 
under duie llic ^th June L8o]|^ liy the A^nt for Siidiiiisj Brown* 

2, By a ii^uiiuid the iCf^htry of vrUif'li in the State diaries is forthcoming 

under date the fith of llainmu^ Tersa Teesain Mya wu Ulluf (h2tli February 
A. D* 171111), the last Peshwa, Bajee Kan, assigned the Jaghcer and Stirdcsh'* 
Eiiookce UniuliJ of tlic viJlage of Baboolgnuiu and its liandct Golce^varec^ 
together with a Koorurij for tin: mainletiaiice of the/zno/i^ conmnandcJ 

by Jaitojee Babur, the value of the assignment being shown al Its. 1,G51. 

3. ^rhe wording of the Sunud is clear and distinct, and as on it hinges tlie 
<piestion upon which Goveriiiuont have to decide, the required extract is given 
below in thu oiigiiud uhaiaeter, ns well as my tianslatiuu :— 


IVanshtitoit. 

Tlie Jaghecr and Surdeshmookec 
Umuls, and also tbe Koornii of the 
village of Daboolgnum and its hamlet 
Golecwaree, in tlie Barsee Turuf of 
llie Barsce Purguna, are from tlie 
present year assigned for the main- 


Uic Sim (id as rfffhteTfd. 

T VTS^T^ ixff 

HTT^ ^ 

ifi^nT ^«fT 'qmi 
iifsrtti' Tn*r^ 
iraif TTuretif ^T'anr f^^r. 


tcnance of the troops (Paga) under 
Jaitojee Babur* 

4. It is equally clear that no alteratiou waa over made by tlie Pesbwa in 
the terms of the grant, which, ajijrarently, remained in force up to the war in 
A, Di 1817* The latest account of the Barseo Purguna whicli has been found 
among the Peshwa's records m a detailed account of manage men t (Wabeewat) 
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foL' A. D. ! ^ i I'l2j :iEifi in tliin the anioimt U chained,in the 7cord& of ikt Sunudf 
(^Ttr^ T’itjg;aifliu Ijl-^iuci's^) fur tlie maintt^nanca of the troopf?, 

(y. Thu entry In Mr. Ulphlll^ttonc^s \\&t& of Jagheei's is in the name of Jaltojee 
Tiahur, Vj whtpm, a jK^Tii^ton of fiOO was asnigned ** for the dreum- 

^tuiicC4 undui’ wlilch the grant was rerommended being explained in tlie 
f(>]lowing te^lU^>:—' 

“ Herdvtitl Ills .lagheer iVotn Biiji?* Rao; to rcecivo the amount in money ” 
fi. Wliife Lite i-evis(!tl jimslon lists were under preparation, tlie Siipeiiii- 
tenduiil oJ' the Foona Uuftur, Mr. TiirrpiLind, brfmght to tlie notice of the 
Agent fl>r Sirdar?^ that this ^'iinnjstin was a wifitarij (b'oiij) one of comparatively 
RjLeiit J:Ut% and that (JOTiiiiiinrnt would Imve to decide to what extent 
Of any’) it should lie regiirded in tlic liglit of a persomd Surinjam', 

7. 'file Ag["nt lor Siiilar.s, in submitting the* revised lists, assigiie<l as 
reasons for overniliiig Mr. Tuitpaniirs opinion,— 

" The fiii‘t ol'tht! SniMii jannhirs having enjoyed the revi'mie after tlie 
thign wii^ idiolishod,*' which showed, hi Mi'. Brown's opinion, that the 
Pe.'ihvva c:onthincd it to hiai for his personal expenses.” 

'2ml .—That Lhiii iSui jnjani was viewed by Mr. Elphin^^tone in the light 
of a pea-sonal Surinjain” was [»roml, the Agent thought, from the fact of 
its being rccordctl in Mr. MeDoniieirH inquiry, which W'aa limited only to 
what w'as personiiL” 

8. 'flic Agcjifj first .sujipijsiiiou sH^oms to me an untenable one* Admit- 
titig even that the Surinjaiutiar diil appropriate to his own perBonuk use the 
ailowance giantiid for the inuliitenunccr of troops (of wliieh, however, 1 can 
find no [wide.ntre whaLiwcr), it dot^s not nei^essarily follow that his a[>[n'fqn'ia* 
tioii was one sanctioned by tlIf! <iovei'iimeat; and hi this particular case the 
aermints fnrlhconihig show that it was not, and that the allowanec wus all 
akmg ciUeix'd In I he arrouiits of inmiagcmeiit, in the terms of the onginul 
gi'unt, as one for the mai Lite nance of troops, and not on account of the salary 
of Ihcir ctmnnaiider. 

y, Aa reganis the Agent's second siippnHitlon, I can only offftr ivlmt seems 
to me tlie most riatnml cxplamitlon of the ciKUnistanees under which tiiis 
Surlniaiii was entciird in Mr. I'lphinstonc's lists,—^premising, however, that 
1>eeanso it tcfts tlnis entered, it by no means follows that it was wliut it was 
then Bn]S]h>sed to he. Mr* rdphInELone's lists were intended by him to include 
only what was actually enjoyed at the lu-eaking out of tlie war; but although 
this was with the Sole Commissioner an all-important coTisidelation, and as 
such, of course, especially attended to, still that misliiformation to some extent 
was iiievituhie was jjroved by the subsequent discovery by Mr. Ghajdin that 
many Suriiijnms ciiteix^d in tlie lists had been resumed long before the war, 
and they were then treated accordingly. 
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10. ft to me most probable tliat Mr. EJpiiinstone^ altJiougb aware tliat 
Surinjams of this description were essentially military ones, may have inclEnJ- 
ed them in hk lists in cases where the hofders were found in the receipt of 
no other allowance, and where it a]>peared that they must liave suj^jiortcd 
themselves, as well as the troops they commundcfb out of the aliownncc nonii- 
nally granted for the JiUtcr pui pose only. It is cci tain tJiat Mr* Klphiiintonc 
did not intend to continue military irinrinjaniH, for on that point he e\'j>j'ess<rd 
himself (in pamgraph 17 of his d{]spntcli to tlic (jiu'cmor <;ieueml, No* 7H, tlateil 
the l^th June ISIX) most cxplleilly, but be nt llie same tmie rceol'di.^d nti 
opinion that the military comiuandeis litul uluruys held lands for their [>ei'^ 
sonal expeoacs, as w'ell ils fur Lhosoof their troops.” I believo that a few of the 
inferior coinifiiuidcrs formed exceptions, and that m those eaHCs (of which that 
under re[Kirt seems to be one) Mr. Elpliiiistonc must have included their 
Sui injams, or an ctpdvaltmt in muney, in his list of JagheerSj because be 
deeia<;d it “ jjoHde and hnpnane*’' to make sortie j/resc/tt liroeisw/t lor every 
one of this class of pci-sojiirl. 

I K Re this as it may, however,—that the .Siirinjaiu under report was from 
first to last h<?ld as a military, micl not as a personal one seemH clem-, if the 
leniiH ol'tlie deed of grant and tlie cntricj^ In the (jovermnent aecotinCa are to 
be taken sis >li<‘ o)ily valid proof uf the ufifutc of a laddhig, 1 pi'(‘snnic they 
must ho. ShoEjid (Jovernment take fids view of the question, it vviJI only 
remain to ilecide whether a inilibiry •Snrijiiain, roiilhiued us rt mutter of t/rnre 
to the lirsl, slumld be ts-cated in sneceediiig geneiationrtaccording to the Jinlex 
frsimcKl ftn holdings of a purely pcrsonsil natiirc. 

r2. I must now, however, a<lvert to a fael. which has cunm to toy know- 
Icdgo in eoiiiKictlon with tliis cEtse, and wliicli licciiis of the greatest import¬ 
ance, althongli as yut it ha!& not been, :i.s far as 1 smi awsire, iiiiywjscrc notlri'd* 
Ycsliwtmt J{iio Dabiir, ilic pci-son to wlvnu the life pension oi Ua. WOO was, it 
seems, [panted, (Jaitojee JJubur having been dead when his jiEune was insert¬ 
ed, jiiTjUably from J)aflur records, in Mr* Elpliiiistomfs lists,) (dc;d in or 
about the year a* d, 1H30, an<l on his death an allowance of Its. 200 per an¬ 
num was granted to ids widow, wlio niccivcd It nnljl ln:r death In or about 
A. D. lb4K 

13. Yeshwnnt Itao left three sons, Krislmn Tlao, Toitkaram, and Bulicerjee, 
tlie eldest of wliom, Krishmi JtuOj would, of ci>iirse, have been the i>ei-flou to 
hold arty contiouabla Surinjani, had his fiitlier died hi the possession of one, 
and to this oldest son, thereforo, any pension granted In lien of a Huriiijum 
would have been continued* But Krishna Uuo died (as atiiLcd before me by 
the present claimant, Tuakai'am, under date the 22nd December 1852) m 
A. J>* 1840, and with him (as 1 tuideistand the Application uf the Surinjaiu 
ftules) expired tho second British grantee. 
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1-1* 'Hit' rf'vj?MHl lists suljmitted to Garommenit uiuler date tlie 4th 

Juiif; 1 W;j 1 innktj no mention whatever of the deceased eldest son, but contain 
the tiaiiii;s of tlio oilier two, Tootaram and lluliccrjee, to wlioiti a moiety 
of tbt'lr tiUhcv'rt pni^^ion is recommended to be granted, in the following 
terms 

Vcshwttnt l?ao’s two sons have ^letitionofl, and tliey ai-e entitled to a 
{innsinn of Its, 40d per anmnn, deducting the allowance of Us. 200 paid to 
iheir mother from to 1^41." 

1;7* As tilts case stood when it was referred to be tested by this depart¬ 
ment, (jovcnimeiit were cal fed upon to pay arrears* amoniiting to Us, 6,500, 
and to conliiiue from the l7tb June List an anmml jicnsionl- of I(s. 400 
(a moiety of the oi iglnal grant) to llie two ^oattffrr sons of the fnst Uijtjsh 
gr.xnti‘C, Yesluvnnt Uno ISubiir* 

10. The original pension of Rs. 8(K) seems to have been granted to YcsJi- 
wnnt liao Bnbwr in Hen of a tuUftfjr^ Surinjani (see paragi'aplis 2, JJ, 4, and 11 
of tins letter), and to have Jkjcii in iso fiiran em'jitioiiul case, niid one to which 
the ItulcH franud by tlic llonm ahlc Court of Directors in rt-gard lo pensions 
granted in lieu of ]>craonul Suniijains do not apply, although (heir extension to 
it could mit, I ap[irchcnd, have rc(|iniod (sen paragraph 13 of this letter) any¬ 
thing moie tliai* the reeognition us tlic acctnid Tiritisli grantee of the eldest sum 
Krl:;jhiia Uao, (wlit), as above .stated, died in 1H40,) and a provision for the 
ynniiger brothers who have survived him. 

17. This is a Cii'iC of the nsitum described in the 3rd paragnipli of my 
letter, No. 4, of the 4tb January 1 Mol'S, us one in which the Murallmc docu- 
inrnlii received fmni the Agent do not alibi'd eoniplete iitfovmaLlon. No 
gencalogiciil table id' the family was, a]ipurenlly, ever calJed for or fLirnisbcd 
until the jjurtJes latrdy stated their eluhns according to the form laid dowm by 
voti, and which I lately ventured to rccoinnieiid| for general observance, 

1 have the honour to bo, &c. 

(S?igiicil> A. CowrKR, Captain, 

Assiiumt Inam Conumissioncr. 

* Mcc ^tiLltituL^tit wliich dccanip.itii(;i:l the MmaorAndiiin No. 30|j, of the loth Scptctnbcjr 
from th(J ActiuK Aj^rnt far Sirdars to tlic Chitf StcrctAiy to GovemmeuC. 

4 Sue r^marWa an No. 13 of Cht'^s TK. of the rcvisEil pon^toii listst, t^uat^l in 
of tint letter* 

J l^Arajp^raph 12 of GapUm CowperN l<;tter No. 3, of the 'ItK Februaty l&53j to the adcireti 
fll the Ttiam C'oiunihaioneT. 
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No. imL 

From W. Haiit^ Eaq., 

Inaim Cointaissiuimr, 

Tu A. Mat.kTj Esq.p 

Chief Secretary to Government. 

Ddtcil 14^A April 13o3. 

SiRj^—I have tlic honour of suhiuitting a letter 0(5^ dated 25th Fe¬ 
bruary from my Gtijitniii Cowpeiv filiowing tJiat the Tlonor- 

ahlc Mr. Elphiiistmio'^ arrangement with regard to the pr-ii.sioii to winch it 
relates wjui act iisiHc liy tlic A^f.iit Ibr Sirdarowinj^ to hid rGgardiii|; nuj a 
personal iiiKtcatl of (vvlmt it l■cttIJy uas) a military Surinjam the Jagliccr for- 
iiiorly ht'Icl liy the c;oiniii:iiHlcr oTu wdio was pensioned for life by Mr. 

l^lphindtuiic, as i^howii in his list of a. o. 1^10,—Wo. 25 of the Clarif? Paga 
Cliicfri.': 

2. Captain Cowper alsostatcs his reasons for believing that even the lately 

[Jitisfialied Itiihis for pe’iij^Eons in lltni {jf J:i gin re rs (supposing that they 

could Inivt! been properly made up]die:il>!e hi the jaesent ease) woidd not 
admit of the whole J>f llic eharge u|H)n tint public nevcmies whu-li Mr, Urown 
appears by his Inadvertence have cdhetcdi as Ycsihwnnt Itoo's eldest Fon, 
who laight to have been counted: as the second nriiish grantee, died in 
A. n. ] 84fb 

3. I beg to staid that 1 agree wiih f'aptalji Cowper that the pension grant¬ 
ed to VcJ^liwuut Jhio ought to have ccas<;<l with liis life in a. n. 

the death of Jaitojce, ajJ apparently intcjulcil by Mr. Klphinstoiie. 

4. The pension to which (.'Captain tJoivper^s lettci' I’clutea is ciifrri’d as 
No. 13 in Gltiss III* of Mr* Brown's rrviscfl pc'iision lists, submitted wilh his 
IctUa' to Govermneut Wo, 20b, dated 4ili June iw.^jl, ainl tlm chum Ibr urrears 
on account of il is slnnvii in the hist ent.i^V of the si ate incut siibniitted willi' 

aJ 

Mr. Keuys* letter No. 3U5, dated b5th September 1852. 1 submit Captain 

CowpcT^s Icttc]' in conforrnity with the ordoi'^ eomniutilcutcd to me in your 
letter No* 4240, dated 1st October 1852- 

I have the lionotir in bcj A:c- 

(Signed) W. IJaiit, 

Inam Commissioner. 
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No* 2677 OP 1853* 

Political Department. 

To tJic Acent ron Sirdarb in the Deccan* 

Sin,—T Am directed by the Honorable the Governor in Council to 

Ironsmit to you ci>py of a letter fiom Mr* ITari, late Inam Comtniaftioiier, 
No* 1031, dated the 14th April laat, a ref^ortfrom Captain Cowper 

dated the 25tli. of Fchriiafy last, of the result ofliia invaati|^atien in respect to 
the pcnBii>n entered tn the name nf Yesliivunt Itao Bahiir, forming No. 13 of 
Clu»!s 111* of the revhed jxuisiou huts submitted to Government by Mr* Broivn 
on the 4th June 11^51. 

2* I am itLso drsired to forward a pr^Hs of tho past proceeflings of Govern¬ 
ment on this HMhJectj and to state that it is efear^ from the facts mentioned by 
Captain Cowjwr in the 2nd and following paragraphs of his Jctti5rj that the 
Surinjimi^ in commutation of which the [i^nsiou of Ks. 8l)U won assigned* by Mr* 
l^lphinstone in 1K19, in the name of Jaitiyce (but upparently to Ills son Yesli- 
wtint llao), was gianted by the Peshwa as a miUUiry, and not as a pf^rsfui^tl 
Snriiijnm, and this fact probably induced Mr* Kljihhistone to a6ix u life tenure 
tn the pt‘nsimi. 

3* If, however, this point vvei-e to be waived in favour of Ihe fiimily, Mr* 
Rrcivvii still evidently commiUed an error in entering hi his list of IHol the two 
younger sons of Vesljwujit Itao as entitled to a moiety of their* dcei^asort 
fiitbcr^s [uaisioii, since tlieir eltlor brother, Krishna Rao, who died in 1H40, 
could atone poi^sess any ehtiin to succeed to that [a'lision, 

4. If, ilicreforc, by a lihci'al ifiter[iretatio[^ the villages In comiuntation of 
which this pensloii was assigned were hi he eniisldercd in the light of a 
“ [imoiinl,” and Tiot of a ^'military Sminjam,”^ this grant, in consequence of 
iLs Imving lieen confeiTcd in the time of the last Peshwa, would be resutimblo 
on tile death of the (irst British grantee, a stipend equal to a moiety (if the 
rx'sumed pensiuri being continued for life to his sor, 

5* If, therefnre, Yeshxviuit Hao be considered the first British grantee, his 
eldest son, KrislnOL Ibio, would have been entitled, from the 1st Mardi 1K3[) to 
the period of his death in 1849, to an annual jicnsion of iln. 400, from which 
should be deducted the annual allowance of Hs* 200 which was |>a]d to his 
father''s widow from March 1630 to November 1840, and from Krishna lino's 
death in 1849 tJie grant would he entirely resumablc* on the other hand, 

' Mr* Bnitrft awarded them the aum of Ra* ^,500 os. arrenrs, wliicli has uotlxicii imuJ, in coti' 
sc(|iiCDcc of tlic giMdcjta] pniciLuhuiiary order iBauiod hy GoveTument un the I at October last* 
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the grant he regarded as a military Siirinjam, Kristma Rao, on the deatJi in 
1S3(I of ]iis father^ Yeshwunt Rao, wouj^ not have hcen eiitttlod to auy 
allowanee^ 

G* TJie names of Tookaram and BiilieeiJtjc Babur^ the two younger sons 
of .Yesliwuiil Rao, having boeft impm]icrly entered hi Mr* Bmwii’s hsts, His 
Lordship hi Council directs tliat they be forthwJtii c\j>uiiged thercfionK 
7. BofoJ't; finally deciding wlietlmr the late Ki ishna Rao shall be considered 
to have been entitled to any allo^vuiice for tile peiiutl intervening between his 
father's uiid tiis own death, I am desired to request tlnit you will report 
whether he has left # widow or children, and if so, whether or not they are 
in destitute circumsfanccH* 

1 have the honour to he, &c* 

{Sigiieil) A* RicnAnnsGN, 

* Deputy Sqei'olary to Clovernmcub 

liotnfffty M/aac iRoS. 


Pri^cit. 

Ell the Honorable Mr- El ph In stone's lists ef IRIH the following entry is 
made iicliilivc to the g nil it m|mrteil on in the aecojiipai tying letter from Mr- 
1 [art 
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2. On the ICth April 1S44 Mr. ‘Warden, Agent fur Sirdars in the Dcccan, 
submitted to Government a " Statement of persons who held, on the breaking 
out of the war between the British and Muratba Governments, Siirinjams 
granted as late as Bajee Rao's time, to whom pecuniary pensions were assigned 
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hy Mi‘. Ffljiliiiiitoiic/' Fntry No. U contained the A^tlowlng mention of thin 

frriiiit:— T 



With refti'cnce to tlic foregoinfj entry, Mr. Tiirqunnd, Intc Superin¬ 
tendent of the Poonn TJuftor, on the 31 st Ucceniher I860 addressed the 
following letter to Mr. Keays, Acting Agent for Shdura :—■ ^ 

1 have the lion(^*r to infortn you that Mr, Warden^s ]>enslou list under 
revision docs not give u correct account of pension No, 11, Class Hf., vk. 
the poiuiion to Jaitojee Babur, 

^'This pension in entered as granted in lieu of a Surinjam granted zii 
A. n. 1801-02, and resumed hy the British GcvGrtimcnt in a. n. 1818, and 
of the value of Its* 1,214-6-0, which Rs, 1,214-5-0 tlie Murathce memo^ 
rundum accompanying your Assistant Mr, Newttm’a letter of the 8th ultimo. 
No, 509, states liave been the amount of the Babtce and Surdeshmookee 
(inclusive of Kussur) of village Shernia, Purguna Netvassch. 

''On their resumption from Myheeput Rao Bhuwanee, wlio had held them 
in personal StKinjam, the Babtce and Surdeshmookee (inclusive of Kussur) 
of village Shciala, Purguna Newasseh, valued at Rs. l,2l4-5«0, were in A. 3 >. 
1801’02 (as shown by a registry dated the 20th Rubee-ool-Akhir), forth¬ 
coming in the 255tli slicct of Uulajee Kooujur^s ledger, [Botekhut far 
180rX}2,} assigned as a. personal salary (Tynat Oudul Mooahahira) to 
J^aitojec Babur, conamander of a Paga; but in 1803-04 were resumed from 
Jaitojee Babur, and included in a 8ui'iujani grant of Ha, 36,000 to Man- 
kojee Sindia, and continued to be held by Mankojec Sindia till the breaking 
out of the wdjh ' 
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** Fraim Mr. M^Donncire list it would ge«m that Jaitojee BaLur^a ptustoa 
waa granted in lieu of vLllage Oaboolgaum (with Sts hamlet Golwadee), in 
pQcguna Borsee^ valued at Ite* 1,361* 

^*The Jagheer and Surdeiihmookec of village Bahoolgaum and hamlet 
OolwadcG, with its Koorun, valued together at Its* 1,651^ were in a. d* 
17&8-9S, as shown by a registiy in the diary for the Gth Rumzan (a. d* 
1798-^9), assigned to Jaltojee Babur for the expenses of the Paga under his 
command, and in the estimates of Purguna Barsec for a. d* 1806-07 are 
entered in Joitojee Babur's name as an assignment for the maintenance of 
the Paga he had cot^manded ; and I conclude tiie entry in Mr. McDounell^s 
list to have been based on entries in the Duftur accounts (wliith have been 
sent to the pollector of Shohiiwrc), showing tlie above revenucB, though an 
assignment to his Pagn, to have been held by Jaitojee Babur at the bi-eak* 
ing out of the war* 

Shortly after the Treaty of Bossein, Bajee Ilao, in pursuance of his 
policy of depressing ajid injuring the military Chiefs connected witli the 
former Government, removed tlie commandants of Pagos from their com¬ 
mands and resumed their Surinjams; but in a few cases the Paga 
commandants, their personal assignments having been resumed, managed 
up to the breaking out of the war to covertly enjoy revenues assigned for the 
cx|)CnKes of the Pngas. 

In regard, then, to these Militari/ Surinjams held at the breaking out of 
the war,—some of which were assigiimenta of carlyidate, others, like that 
under notice, of compnralively recent date,—Government have to decide 
as to die degree in which dicy should be regarded in the light of per- 
sonol Suriujams*” 

4» In the “ List of pensions granted by the Briti±>h Govemment In commu- 
tation of Surinjams granted subsequent to a* p* 1795 (t* £* in die reign of 
fiajee Rao), prepared by Mr, Brown, the late Agent for Sirdars, and eub- 
mitted by him to Government on the 4lh June 1851, tfic following entry in 
made on tlic subject of this grant. 
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From the roregoin^, and from Mr, Hart’a and Captain Cowpar'a letters^ 
It appearaj-^ 

Ut.—That Mr, Elphinfltona intended that the grant to Jaitojee Babur^ 
the original grantee, abonld cease with that person’s life. It is, however, 
presumed by Captain Cowper, that wlien Mr, Etphinstone's lists w^re 
framed Jaitojee Babur was dead, and that hie name we^ probably inserted 
fron^ the Duftur records, 

2w<Z,’—'That the pension of Rs. 800 per annum was held by Yesliwunt 
HaOj son of the debased Jaitujce Babur, up to the 1st March 1830, when 
the former dying, the stipend was resumed, an annual allowance of Hs. 200 
being continued as a life-grant to his widow, on whose death, on the 25th 
November 1840, the same was resumed by order of Government, 

Srd,—That on hia death tn 1830, Yesbwunt Bao Babur left three sons, 
Krishna Ran (who died m 1849), and Tookaram and Buhceijee, botli of 
whom are now alive, and whose names are entered in Mr. Brown’s lists of 
1851 as being entitled, as the sons of Yesliwunt Ran, to succeed to a moiety 
of the pension of Ri?, 800 held by their deceased il^ther up to the year 1830, 
with arrears from clmt period up to the present time, mhitcf the sttjicnd of 
Rs, 200 received by their deceased mother from the year 1830 to 1840. 

C. The Honorable the Court of Directonj, in the Sixl paragraph of their 
political despatch dated the 4tli February 1852, No, IQ, laid down tlie follow¬ 
ing rule for thu future guidance of Government :— 

In the case of Surinjams of bo recent a date as the accession of the last 
Pesbwa, continuance for one genoratiot), followcil by the grant of half the 
net proceeds to the next genemtion, is a sufBcicnily favourable treatment; 
such grants should therefore in future be resumed on the decease of the first 
British grantee. If, however, in any case they have been already continued 
to a second generation, tlie holder should retain them for life, but at his 
death the oi'dcr for a pension to the next generation will not take effect.’^ 


No, 134 OF tSG4, 

POLITIOAL DePARTUEJ^T. 

To C. J. Manbon, Esq., 

loam Cummiesioncr, 

SiB,—With reference to the Govevnment advice No. 3678, dated the 14th 
JunetaNt, relative to the pension of the late Ycshwnnt Hao Babur, I am direct¬ 
ed by the High! Ilonomblc the Governor in Council to transinit, for your 



appendix a a. 




informationi an eictract paragraphs 15 and 16 fmm a despatch from the Honor-^ 
able die Court of Directorg, No> 55, dated the 15th October UaL 

t 

I have the honour to be, &c* 


Bombay Castk, \ I th January 1854. 


(Signed) A. Malet, 

Chi^ Secretary* 


JExtract Barayraphs 15 and 16 Jrom a Despatch from the HonorahU the 
Court of Directorsf dated the \2th Octoberj iVb. 55 1863. 

Para. 15. In Caee 13 (on which you have not BnaUy decided) Yeshwunt 
Hao Babur would be comddered the first British grantee, and KrishtiA Bno 
Ilia representative In the next genemtion; but in our opinion it is not ncceasary 
to go into that question. Ag Captain Cowper obeerves, the Jagbeer was a 
military and not a personal Surinjam, and Mr. Eipbinstone was opposed to tlic 
continuance of military Surtnjams. This case was, however, inserted in Iiis lietj 
probably, as suggested m the 9th paragraph of Captain Cowper's report, be¬ 
cause Mr. Elphinstone oouBidered it politic and humane to moke some present 
provision for the Surinjamdar. 

16. His intentioue being limited to that object, ho recommended that tlie 
allowance proposed by him should be only'‘for life.” Therefore it properly 
ceased on the death of Yeahwunt Bao. 
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No, 129 OF 1S53, 

Vvom Captain T. A. Co’^v^rEHj 

A^t^iatant Inam Commissioner, 

To W, Hart, Esq., 

Enani Commissioner, 

Dated Doomtf 15iA AfarcJt 1 ftSS. 

Sir,— 1 liavp the lignaur to report tLc result of my inquiry (ordcrod in the 
Cliipf Sei'ivlitry^H leUiT N<j. 4249, of the list October 1852) regardinfr the 
pension numbered Ij uf CEiiss f 11. in the remed lists si^mittod to Covernment 
under date the 4lh dune 1851, by the Agent for Sirdars, Mr, Brawn, 

^ 2* 111 A. D, IH19 a pension of Jts. l|50f) per uiintim was assigned to 

Oimcsh Tlnrce Oke, not on account of any Surinjam which lie Iteld ut the 
brv'aking out ol the war, but as a personal provision made with reference to a 
Siii'iujum distinctly recorded hy Mr. Elphinslonc Co Aave Aeent rt^ttmed by iht 
Dt'skjcfK 

!?, tJuiiofth llurcc Okc^a name is entered under the liead of Paga Chiefs, 
No, 2, in Mr, Elpbiiistotic^B listi of Jai^licerfl which were transmitted to the 
Supreme Government <111 the 25tl!i Octoljer 1819, and the following reati<ms 
were therein oAsigned for rcicommendin" the grant of n pension 

^^llcccived Ills Jagheer from Tlajec Ilao. His brathcr had it from 
Mad how Uao the Younger, with several other villuges, and fell in l>att!c, l£Jd 
village was Zublcd by Mor DiksUit some months before the war. To receivu 
Ii&. 1,500 pecuniary pension.—For life,** 

4, III another column of Mr, Elphinstonc’s lists H is racommended that 
tins pension should be “ dimimshed on hifi dealh/^ But thi:^ entry seems to 
nie to have been inadvertently made \ it occurs merely in tlie shape of a re[]c- 
titian Do. do,”) of one immediately above it, and it is not in accordance 
with tlie other recommendafionB in similar cases, 1 look upon it ns a clerical 
error merely, 

5, When the revised pension lists were about to be submitted to Govern- 
mant, the Superintendent of the Poona Dufiar, Mr. Turquand, pointed out to 
the Agent in his letter No, 6, dated the lat February IS51,t}iat the Surinjam 
of Guneeh Huree Oke had been a miliiaxy and not a personal one, and that 
as it had been held in the Camaticj the inforEnatioii regarding it could only 
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hc! oblalncd from tlie Iiia.m at Betgawm, in wliosw charge ihe 

accounts of the late Government rolating to the Catiiatic then were, 

6, No reference seems^ however, to liave been made to the^Inam Comcnis- 
eitiner at Bel gaum nor to the accounts in his chai^gc, 

7^ The Agent overruled Mr. Tun^unnd'a opinion in the following terma \— 

Mr. TurtjiiLLnd sayf^ that the aljovo village (»'. fi. Annsrgole) was given 
in 1792 to Vissajee iluiec Okc for Paga expenses (vide Ajjpciidix L)i but 
this is not in accordance with Mn AlcDomieHs opinion, concurred in by 
Mr^ Elphinstonc.” 

I have iT/orred to the ofricei* in charge of the TlDlgaum records, and 
have been furnihhod by him with the r<M|uircfl information, which pioves that 
Mr. T iirqimnd was correct in nssertiii^ the grant fo liave been a viilUtiri/ one, 
ami that the Snrinjam was r/^nHf/wd a ir/cri?' bffifre o f the I^exhwa s t-m/c, 

under orders from the then Prime Minister, Sndattlicw Mankeshwur, dated the 
7th Moliurum, Suba Ashnr Myataiii (a* d. lHlfi-17)- The registry of the 
J^uiind shows the vilhige to liavo been granted for the maintenance of troops 
(Page cho bi^inecSj 

9* In the Uth coluiiiii of the revised ptmtiion lists tins ^iirinjam is entered 
as resumed “in a. d. 181H by Uic British Guvenunent.” But I haveah’cady 
stated (see paragraph 8) tliat it is clearly shown hy the Pcslnva’s Jt-eords 
to have been resumed by that prince u year before the war i and, added to 
tluis, it is to be observed that tlie 14th column at' ifie srimc pfushm lisls contains 
Mr, Klphiiistntie‘s TccommetidatiOii quoted in my drd paragra|>b, and which 
distinctly staten the Bui'injam not io IwvPr heeti held ut (he introduction of like 
Gveeniinpnt. 

10* The orders of tlie llonomble Court of Direchirs, on which the 
pension liiitts were finmed, arc clear, and tlie intorju’ctatlon of tlicm by Mr. 
Warden, the then Agent for Sirdars, in the Glh jiamgraph of his letter No. 7, 
dated the 12th Jajruary 1844, is equally distincL The class in which the 
pension under report baa been erroneously included was stated in Mr, War¬ 
den’s letter No. 7, of the 12lh January 1844, to consist “ of iiersouB who 
iieldf o/t the oat of the JvaTf Surinjams granted subsequent to A, o, 1751, 

but anterior to a. u, 1796, the year of tlie accession of Bajee Hao, and whose 
families arc entitled, under the juesent orders, to hold their |>ensions lor two 
generations, tlie moiety being continued to the generation next aticeecding-” 
IL It seems clear that, apart from the question of the Surinjatn having 
been a military one, this pension in not continuable under tlie Uules (iliota^ 
quoted in paragraph 10), as tlie b^urinjam was m>t held at the close of the 
Peshwos* rule, and could not, therefore, have been resumed by tlie British 
Government. 
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12,^ The submitted to Governiutnt witli the Acting Agent'd 

mcmoranduin No- 30J, of tbc 15tb Scptcu^jer lu»t, purposes Co grunt in tlio 
cuac now rcpoi'tcd on urreurs of Its. 3,652-11-1, anti lui annual pension of 
liri. 750 during tlic life of V^talmuo lEuroe, the gtundaon of Gunesh Ilurec 
Okc. Visiiiioo lluroe ia twenty-seven years of age, 

i have tbc honour to be, &:c* 

(Signcid) T, A. Cowpkji, Captain^ 

Assistant Inum Commissioner, 


No, 1934. 

From W, ITart, 

Inam Ctmimissioncr, 

To A. MaL 13T, Esq., 

Cliief Secretary to Government, Uombay, 

Datffi Helffitumf l4fA Aprit 1B53* ‘ 

SfRj—1 have the honotir to submit a letter, No. 129, dated the I5tli March 
1853, from uiy Assistant, Captuiii (^owper, reporting on the pensi^m nmnbereil 
3 of Class in. in the revised pension llst'^of tlic 4tli June 1851, 

2* TJic fueis staled Fjy Captain Cowper reii<liir it unne^Tessary for me to 
J'cniurk on the diaeicparmy Ltjtvveen what is stated by Mr, llrown in the 9th 
column of hU list with Mr, Elpbmatone'h tentinioiiy quoted in tbc 14tb. It is 
t{j be r&;retUyl that the Aorent did not make the rethrence to the records at 
Helguiim Buggesteil by Mr, Tni^juanJj which would prubabiy bavt; prevented 
much of the error pointed out by Ckiptnin Cowper, 

3. There can be no doubt that Captain Cowper is right in supposing that the 
entry “ Do, do," in the lastrrdinnn ot Mr. Klphinst'mc^s list, opposite to Gunesh 
lluiee’d name (an entry which is rendered by the Agent as “ diminished on 
his dcatlf), is » clerical error. On looting earefnlly through the lists, I find 
that in no other case is the mcompatihJci'ecomincndatiun of “ to be diminished 
on his deiLtli" applied by Mr. Elphinstonc to any Suriiijaui, ^c, which in the 
column of his DeciBJoiis" he had <lctcr mined to be eontmnablc only for life." 

4, The arrears which were supposed to he due on account of this pension 
are entered in the statement annexed to the memorandum of the Acting 
Agent for Sirdars, No, 305, dated J.5th September 1852, utHs, 3,f>52-lJ-l, I 
beg to fState my oj^iniem that, far as the Pension Itulea are concerned, none 
of this is justly due, but that the whole of the i^cnslon ougJit to have been 
finally discontinued at the death of GunesEi Hurec, 

I have die honour h't he, &c, 

(Signed) W. IJaht, 

inam Cumziiiastoner, 
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No, 2635 OP 1853. 


Political Department* 


From H* E. fiOLOSMiD, Esq., 

Secretary to the Government of Bombay^ 


To the Agent por Siroars in the Deccan. 


Dated DM June 1853* 

Sir,—I am directed by the Kiglit Honomblc the G<jveriior in Goutieil to 
trmismit to you copy of a letter fixun Mr* Hart, kte Itiam CommiEv^iooef, 
No. 1D34, dated tlm t4th Aj>T] 1 laet, forwaiiliDg one from hb A!^si!jlanb Captum 
Cfjwper, of the i5tli oribeprece<ling month, submitting the result of his examl- 
imtioii in n^speiit to the pension numbered 3 of Class TIL of the revised lists, 
submitted by Mr, Brown tn Government on tlie 4tli June 1851, standing in 
the name of Gunesh Iluree Okc. 

2. In forwarding these tloeuments, 1 am desired to state that His f^ord- 
sliip ill Council considers that Captain Cowper haj» furnished the most con* 
elusive proof that both Mr, Warden in hU lists of 1844, and Mr Brown In 
his statements of 1851, erioneously inserted this grant as being continuabte 
beyond the life of lluree Gnnesh Oke, the original grantee, 

3* Apart from the ntlier cirenm^tancGS mentioned by Cajitain Cowper, tlie 
fact thill tlie Suriijjam in lien of which the pension of Rs* 1,500 was granted by 
Mr. Elphinstorie was actually resumed prior to the deposal of the Peshwa, and 
was not in possession of the family at the introduction of the Britisli rule, 
invalidates the claim to the coutlnuance of any portion of the pension (to which 
Mr, Elphinatone assigned a life-tenure) beyond the life of llurce Gunesh, tlie 
finjt British grantee. 

4, This grant having, therefore, become a honi jiik lapse to Government, 
on the death of lluree Gnnesli Okc in 1H47, lIis Lordship in Council 
confirms the order for the resumption of this pension contained in Mr. Chief 
Secretary Maid's letter No. 3638, dated the 25th September of that year, 
to the address of the Collector of Poona, a copy of which wm sent to your 
predccesKor hy endor^menl No. 3639, of the same date. This grant should, 
accord [ugly, be forthwith expunged from the lista. 


1 have the honour to he, S:c. 

(Signed) H. E. GoLDamD, 

Secretary to Govemmentt 


CasHe, DfA Jvatt 1853. 
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No. 43‘) OP 1SG3, 

FroiD CftpUlin T* A. Cowpeii, 

Af;!?! stunt fimm Gommisj^ioiicr, 

To C- J. Manhun, Kstj-, 

hmm C(^mmmioDfir. 

Poc/tnf V2ih'tSi'j}ici»lM:r 1853* 

Sip,— 1 IisLvo lliu Jioiiunr to nitnrn the Govc^riimcnt oitler (received with 
In ill II (Jojiii 11 iss loner s leLLcr Nu. 12-177, of llie 3rd Septcinher 1853) in tlie 
J^olitiirid Dqmrliiieiit, No. 38(35, of the 2iid iiisUnf., and iU accounpiniments, 
anil to fm-n]:^h tJie report tlierc^In enUed Ibr on the pension of' lii4. COO pec 
annum enjoyed by iJiilwitiitjreer, one of tlic disciples (Chela) of Munohurgeer, 
lip to hiH (lliilwnntier’s) lUnitli* on tlie I2th July last. 

y. Ill the li^t <if Jag'hetM's which tfio liuuoruliJe Moiintstnart Flpliinstone, 
llu; Cointnissiojnn' in the Detounj Lriin^imtted to the Supreme Government ou 
the ^^7th October 1819, tlie j^i’sint of a peouiiiury pens I on of Its* 4,000 to 
Miiiiohni^eers’t Chela ivas re commended, on tbo following gmundb, in the 
column hcaderi “ Deelsion^*:— 

“ On{> of the Chelas is willi Ilitjec lino ; the one who is here, (iangageer, 
to receive Tis. 4,000 a year pecuniary jiension^ Miinoliurgerr was a low 
nism,—a new Jiighccrdur,—and itis Chela is not entitled to tile sumo consi¬ 
deration a son would have been.” 

And ill the column headed “Total amount of tlie Jaghcer os It Eitood at the 
breaking out of the war,'^ the viilm; assigru-sd was Its* 1,70,746—the next 
colniim showing the "number of years in possession” to have been twenty-two, 
3* In Mr, McGonncU's memorandum on Jaghcers, tlie following supple¬ 
mentary information was alTorded :— 

" No. 2G*'^Afuuohiirgecr.—Exib 

“ Ills Jogheer amounts to Its, 1,76,746-9-0, and the agreement with him 
was exactly the same as with Hoopram Chowdree, 

* Report to GdvernmeDt &om Callector of Poooflj No. 1376, of the 29%h Jtily 1963, 
t Etttiy No, S6 in the CUm of " Sirdarf or grMt Chiefi**' 

] CC 
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“ 111 tJic Niitam's country ... Ha, 34^320 14 

Ditto Siittara.. 26^255 12 

t 

l 3 jt(o PooncL ■*, ■< ■*,■ Tviavt 4414 3^526^ 10 J 

Ditto Ktmudcioh 4 4 4 4, .4 4 4 4 . .... 1,725 0 

Ditto Clirntltuk .. ... . 9|.41 2 13| 

Ditto Kokun .... 44 .. .4 , * 1>497 SJ 

Ditto Ahmeilnu^gur ... 4 , 4 ,. > *,,., 4 ..., 95^007 14^ 


Totiil.,..RB. 1,76,746 9 

" Ilia Jogliccr is sUited to liavc amoinited. to Rs, 2,9 l>j 980-12-0 j of tliis 
Rifl, 13,102-84) wRtj rorliispcirsoimlttxpenaea; forhii^battaUoo 11s*2,38,278-4-0 j 
and tlic remainder, lU* 44,000, yfM» //pfAiirrc,—a <lescriptioR of traojis in 
Malwan wliicli lie liflxl to mamtain* Tliia agrees mlh the Duftur aeeount 
JIh* HG,r>4T-4''0 went witli the cession to ns in J 817 in Itaneehcdnoor, and 
Hs* 32,836-11.} never assigned 4 By tlie district accounts the Kiimal of 
Its. 86,!)60-lni. hrtniglU Its* 40,307*81* (jungageer, aged twenly-fivo, 
one tif Miiii(duirgeer*s Clidas, is in Poona; tlic otlier, Dowlutgeer, thirty- 
five yciirs oldj is wiLli Biijee Itaii. in yo\ir notes, you say that if tliey are 
not With thgee Uao, a. modei^tc allowance may be made to tliem, perhaps 
Its* 6,000 in money/' 

4* In the register of restored .fagliecrs, which was submittod to the 
Bombay Government with the (Jomini.s&ioner Mr* Chaplinas letter No, 121, of 
the 28tii Octoher 1822, Mr. lilphiii(jt(nie*K provision of Its. 4,000 was shown* 


hr have Irceii divided, and gimiLCil its follows:— 

Gungagccr Chela .......Its* 1,000 

Aiinndgeer do* 44444444,444444.444444444444444444 1,000 

BuJwiintgccr du* ,*.4,444.4*444*4,4,... 600 

Ta]>ecgeci' do4 . 600 

Itamgeer do, .. 4CQ 

Soimirgeei- di;.*..... 400 

¥ ’ ' 


Total 4.4 4 Ra* 4,000 

5* In a despatch. No* 8, of the 12th April 1B42, the Honorable Court of 
Direetorfi, in reviewing the reported proceedings of tlie Bombay Government 
in respect to certain pensions, observed (extract paragraph 32 of ITonorable 
Couid's despatch),"— 

** Your proceedings in these cases were in exact conformity to the pro¬ 
visions of the Poona t>ension list. We are not, however, sa£is6ed that the 


Entry in tUe rcfii^ci nuiahcrril 2 Gt imilcr tlie hcbil of Sbdui." 
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claims of pensioners whose allowances were granted in liea of landed pos¬ 
sessions were always duly considered m that liat* Whatever niles may 
be ultimately prescribed in relation to Jaglioer lands should be extended to 
pensions granted in commutation for such lands/’ 

6. These orders were communicated to the Agent for 8ti-<tnTs in the Cliief 
Secretary's letter No. 100, of tho I3llr January 1843, in the Ibllowiug terms :— 


I am directed by the Jlonnnible the Governor in Coutii-il to tnuiiimit to 


** Extract pciifa. dI 
1 letter fhraj the BenalMiy 
tiarernmciit to the Ilu« 
norahlc the Court of Di- 
rectaraj^ dAtcd 2Hth Sep¬ 
tember, Md. ^^lof 18 ^ 1 . 

Extract pHm- :i‘2 of 
a letter frQDi the RoiiOr- 
sblo Courts dated ll?th 
April Nt).Hafld42” 


you copies of the flocinuent>; noted in the margin, 
regartling the bpacs of Poona pensions by the deatli 
of incuiulientH duiing the year 1840, and to request 
that you will l>c [deased to submit such observa¬ 
tions and suggestions as may occur to yuu on the 
points adverted to by tlic Honorable the Court 
of Director^/’ 


7, Under the instructions t[UOted in tlic hist pariiigra[>h, the Agent for Sir* 
diiTS, Mr. Warden, framed and gnbuiItU‘d to Government ^Ag<;nt's letter to 
Government, No. CiO, of tlie Ifitli April 3844) a ** Lkt i»f pensioners who held, 
on the breaking out of the war between the Jb itish and Murathafioveniinents 
in 1817, Surinjains granted in the reign of Hajee Ran, to whom pccuntaiy 
pensions wei >3 granted in snbsiiUition by tho JiritisU GovemniClUt,” in wliieli 
the undermentioned pensions wci^ entered (column of above entry) as having 
been granted in lieu of a Surlnjaiu of the value of IIh. 13jCj{Jtl' graiitcJ in a. d. 
1803 and resumed ** in a. d. 1818 by the Urilish Govemnieur 

Anundgeer Munohiirgeer .... Its. 1,000 

Bulwinitgcer do. 000 

Tapeegeer doi *.»»**! (iOO 

And in the 12th column of the list, headed Names and ages of tiis legiti¬ 
mate male issue,” it was stated that—Being Gosaveea they can have no legi¬ 
timate children.” 

8, Mr. Warden's lisbi wei'e enbscqiieiflly eent for levision to bis successor, 
Mr. Brown, who, with a letter. No. 206, of the 4tli June 1851, submitted 
revised lists, in which, os No, 16 of Class lib, the three pensions specified in 
the last paragraph were entered in the exact terms which had been ufied by 
Mr. Warden (and which nre above quoted in paragraph 7 of this letter) with 
reference to the date of grant, tlie amount of the resumed Surinjam, the 
date of the raeutnptlon, tlie authority by whom the resumption wits made, 
and the names and ages of the legitimate male issue. The tenure on which 
the pensions wdte enjoyed was shown as a lifij one iu column 13 of tlie 
lists. 
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During tlie revisiQH of the liatg, the Superintendent of the Poona Duf- 
tiir, Mr. TuTciuurid, had been refjueated (pragraph 3 of the Agent*s letter 
to (ioverumciit, No, 20, of the 4th June 1851) by Mr. Hunter (then officiat¬ 
ing (or Mr. Brown dOiing die bttcr officer's absence on medical certiheate 
at llie Nt'ilghorry Hi lb) to afford certain information regarding tlie Snr injams 
in eomn^utatjoii for which these pensions were stij^psed to have been gianied, 
anti a report (No. 5, of the 2l)th Jantmry 1851) was^ accordingly, made by 
flic Supri-inh’julcut, which ig given below entire — 

“ I liavc: ihc' lionoiir tn inform you fhul Uic pension list of a. d. 1844 under 
revision given an iiicorrifct aecoiint of pension No. 13 Clasg HLj gmnted to 
three of Mu noil u racer’s diseij^ci^,—vb. Bs, I,COO per annum to Anundgeer, 
and (iOO each Ui Bulwuntgeci' and Tap^X’geel‘. 

'*2, Munohurgeer was In A. d. 17^7-08 onlered by Bajee Rao to luise 
a bilhiUfMi, wJien for his siiiary and c^tiiblblmioiit of servantn he was 
allowed lis. I^KJO a moiitli, which allowance, us no record b forthcoming of 
payment fi-om the (loverument trcasurica or by an soHiguniciitof villugcs, 
was Lilhcr not enjoyed, or, if enjoyed, was paved out of asHlgmacnts lor the 
itiainleuaiiee of froopg. In A. o, 1^02-03 aiid 18(J34)4 a large Si(riujam 
wa* siSHigiieil for Ihc expenses of tJic hatlalioii, 

li C hi Muiioluu'gcer^s licatli, wliicli ucciurrcd sonic yciirs ^hefoic the 
W'av bi'okc oaf, his IjattuLion ivforcsaid, and its fc^iirinjain, were trailsI'erred to 

■' h 

the charge of Roopram OJiowdrec, and tlie Surinjam c^mthmed to be debited 
in Munohiiigccr's name, the battalion having i' 0 tainc<l the name r»f 

01 grill iJ^er, 

A Covcniuicnt miimte in the Dnftar dated the 22iid ISufur 
(a. i>. IriCnVOti) shoAVrt it was then I’caolvcd to gnnit ^lunohiirgecr a 
jicj’s^uiid iSiiriiijum of its, 13,102^ (in whrcdi an allowance f<iv a psilaiK|iiin 
was included) from certain villages, UmnIs, and lands, which the minute 
specifics, 

But Roxhjco Pendaay of rny office states ironi personal knowlwlge 
that ihb Oovenmienl resolution •was never cniTied into eHi>ct; and this 
fitatcincnt^ii borne oat hy tlic facts that tim villages, ETmub, Cf>iislilLit- 
ing the ]>Tupo cd Suiinjum are not mentioned in the Diiftur memorandum 
of M iinoluiigeer'a Surinjam transferred with the battalion to Itoopram 
Chowdrcc, and are nowliere in the Dufiur aecounts entered as Imviug been 
enjoyed*by JMunohurgeer, which mention and entries Would, however, 
have been made, liad the personal Suiinjum in question been enjoyed. 

6. Moreover, liaojce Pendsay states from personal knowledge that 
when Mnnohurgeerifl Surinjum, transferred to Roopram *Chowdree, was 
resumed by the British Government on its accession, Dajeeba Shewday, a 
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K^barce of tlie ChowJree, represented that out of the Surinjam transferred 
to the Chowdree Its. 4,000 liad been annually enjoyed by Munohui^ect’^a 
disciples. No record of such enjoyment is forthcoming in the Duttur. It 
appears, however, that as it was an object to provide for Mnnolinr^Cr^a 
disciples, they were, on tho statement of the Karbaree, considerately grant¬ 
ed a pension of Ils. 4,0(K) a year, which a Duftur menioianthim slmwa to 
have been divided as follows:—Ils. cncli to Guiigageer and Aimud- 

geer; Re. (itM) each to Cnlwiintgccr and Tupeogeer ; and 11b, 400 each to 
llanigeer and Somungeer. Only three of tliefec disciples arc entered hi tlie 
jicnsinn list of A. 0. 1K44, tlic other thi\’0 having died previously* 

7, The jieni^ion IIsi, however, says tliat the pension to the. three disci¬ 
ples was granted in lien of a Surinjam of Us?. 13,(XH1 granted in a, n, iHtKl, 
aiuTl lejniiued by the British (iovemmont on its acccBSiion ; and in reply to 
my ajipl [Cation for the rsht^orJ of the detail of This Surinjam, Air* Newttm, in 
tlic Alui'atliec accojnpaniment to hi a letter of the tith November last, 
No. says tin: Sniinjam irt i>aiticularisc<l in page ‘2A2 of tlic Suilnjum 
list in Murat lire in the Agent’s Oflice, 

“ H* The Sunnds of a, ix 180'3-tl3 and I HUS-04, referred to in paragraph 
2 thiri letter, do not show the Ifs. lOjC^UU fin lieti of which the pension 
list says the pension was giuiited] to liavc been mcludecl in the Surinjam 
Ihey refer to, ivlneli Surliijam, the Sunuds say, was military, and no part 
personal, 

Tht; only supposition, then, thatii^cems left is that the record quoted 
ill Mr. Newton’s memorandum exhibits tlic Its* 13,CCU ns forming the 
Suiinjam, the subject of the Govermnent Miimle of the 2:’nd Sufur (a. d, 
180y-0(i) iioUalin paragnipli 3 of this letter; but ilic Surinjam, the subject of 
this Government Mitmtc, we fmvc seen was iicvftr eujtiycd by Aliinohur- 
geer, so that the pension list ninst be wrong if it stales tliis ^Surinjam waa 
resumed by ns in a. d. 11:11^, nmil that the j^cjisiun was granted m [ien of 
this Sni'jiijam. 

“10. This appears auothc^r trasc oCu pcn?iioi:i granted as a matter of favour 
and not of right, having been entered iu the pension list as grantctl in heu of 
a Siirinjiini resumed by the British Government at tlic time of the war*"' 

10, In submitting the revised lists to Governmeui, Mr. Brown appended 
a copy of the letter just quoted, and attempted to overrule Mr* Turquand's 
objections tn the following terms (column 15 of the revised list®; No, 16 of 
Class HI*);— 

** Mr* Elph ins tone has entered Munohurgecr^s name ^ in bis list of Ja- 
glicers for u* pecuniary allowance ofRs, 4,000* This person's Jagheer is 
detailed in Mr* McDonnell's memoranda Qn Jaghcers, in which it is stated 
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that out of a lai^gc Surinjam amounting to Ra, 2^95^380-12-0, Rb. 13,102-8-0 
belonged to him as personal Ja|rheer. Munohurgeer died befoi% the war, 
and ft list of Mr, Chaplin sliowa that Rs. 4,000 were oilerwarda given to 
six Chdaa of Munohurgeer, as ro]lawi|;— 

'^Gungageer .1,000 Dead, 

Anundgeer .. 1,000 ^ 

Eulwmitgeer...... * 600 > In the Ibt, 

Tftpeegecr .,.,.4 ..,..,.. 000J 

Ramgeer 4. *., 400 ^ ^ 

Somnrgeei' <,4.i....**,***.4001 

Total* *, ,Bs, 4,000 

“The Supermtendctit of the Poona Duftiir fltatca [vide Appendix T] 
Giat the large Surinjam was granted in the name of Miuiohurgcer, but was, 
III fuet, field at the breaking ant of the war by RiKipram Chowdree, and tlisit 
a Suiinjiim of Its. 13,102-8-0 was granted by the Peshwaas jiersonal in 1800, 
but die giant, tliough recorded, vtm not carried into effect, 'i'his stntemoitt 
docs not accord with the cntiy made by Mr, McDounell hi his inquii jos 
regarding Itoopram Cliowdrcc''B Jagheer, for it is there shown that his uud 
Munohurgeer^s Jagheers were distinct; thus, Kewjee Peiitl say’s info rmutiGii 
does not tally witli Mr, McDonnelFs inquiries, made at a time wlien inlbr- 
n^fttlon was more accessible, and the Daf^ur itself more full and com^ileie ; 
these pensions arc, therefore, in lieu of Surinjam, 

“The pensioners areGosavees, and by the ordinances of their caste they 
can have no legitimate sons; they may have Chehis or disciples, but these 
cannot bo entitled to the consider^itioii to wliich a son would Have beeiL 
ITieso pensions, therefore, should be continued for Gie life of each of the 
pensioners, and no further*" 

11* One of the three pensioners, Eulwuutgccr, died on tlie 12tii July last, 
and the CoUactorof Poona, in reporting (No. 137G, of the29t]i July 1853) 
the occurrence to Govrmmant, stated,— 

“ This individual’s name stands No, 35 on the Poona pension list, and be 
enjoyed on anninty of Ankosee Hs, 609, which reverts to Government from 
the date of his demise,” 

12. It appears, therefore, that in this cose the pension entered in the 
revised lists amounted to Atikosce Rs. 600. Tliia is not shown in the lists. 
(See column 506 of the lists.) 

13. On the 19th August last the Agent for @irdai-s, Mr, LcGeyt, submit¬ 
ted a report, No. 442, on the case, which is below quoted 

“ The Agent for Sirdars in .the Deccan has the honour to report that 
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MunohuTgeer Oosavee held a Joghaer from the last Peehwa Bajee Rao* 
He died before the war, and on the accession of tho Britiah Government 
Rfl. 4,000 were given to hk aix Chelfta in commutatian for the Jagheer 
held by him* Three of tJicsc Chelas were dead when Mr* Brown, the late 
Agent, prepared the revised peni^ion lists in !66l, and the names of 
the other three, one of whom was Bulwuntgeer, are entered ae No* 
16 in Claaa III, of the said lists. According to the Hales of the 
Honorabie tlie Conrt of Directors, a moiety of the pension of Rs* 600 
which tlie deceased enjoyed slionld be continned to another generation; 
but by tho ordiiiaiiceB of hia caste, Bulwuntgccr was not permitted 
to marry. Mr* Hlphinstone Iras recorded in respect to the grant that 
Munohuigeer was a low man and a new Jagheerdar, and hia Chela 
is not entitled ifi tlie same consideration a son would have been; and 
Mr* Blown, in his remark in the revised pension lists of l#i51, states as a 
general rule that Chelas or diHcijilcs (of Gosavaes) cannot be entitled to 
tlie conHidcratioii to which a son would have hoen, Tliis doctrine, however, 
of Mr, Brown, is at variuiice with the expositions of custonis of Gosavees 
by Mr, Waitien, (Appendix A of titeefB book, the 20th Section of which 
declares ^a GfMiroo is to a disciple in the place of his father, and to whom 
he k, in respect to support, protection, and inheritance, os a son,') and the 
Agent is disposed to think that Mr, Warden*® opinion k much more in 
accordance with the usage of the country than Mr. Brown*s. ^ 

In the pailicular ciisc in question, perhaps, Mr* Elpldtifitonc’s remark 
may be taken as the guide, unless it be lield that the instructions of 
the Court of DircetorH of 22nd May 1849 supersede the limit placed 
by him/* 

14* Having now endeavoured to explain the precise circumstances under 
which T ani called upon to report on this claim, I proceed to show that 
Mr* Turquaud was right when he informed tlie Agent for Siidars (paragraph 
10 of Mr* Turquanfr® report, quoted in the Otli paragraph of this letter),— 

This appears anotlier caiio of a pension, granted as a matter of ^vour, 
and n<jt of riglit, having been entered in the pension list as granted in 
lieu of a Surinjam resumed by the British Government at the time of 
the war,** 

15* The question at isaue seems to be whether the grant of Rs, 4,000, re¬ 
commended by Mr. Elphinatonc and confirmed by the Supreme Government, 
was made in commutation for a personal Surinjam held up to the breaking out 
of the war with tlie Peshwa, and tlien resumed by the British Government 
16* In both Mr* Warden*® and Mr* Brown*a lists it has been assumed 
(sec paragraphs 7 and 8 of this letter) that aucli a personal Surinjam of 
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ttic value of Ils. 13^000 held at the breaking out of the war. It to 
me ]>ro1>ahle tlmt the erroneous entry in the foimer list may have been made 
on the fyllowiijg statement in Mr. McDonnells memorandum :— 

“ llis Jaglieer is stated to have amountcfl to Re. 2j95,08<>-12-0 ; of tfiii^ 
Rji. 13^102-8-0 was for his personal expenses.” 

flow, iKiwevcr* the rc<|iiisitc correction was not mude by Mr, Brown when 
rcvisiiiit^ Lhc UsLh^ ] um nnt able undcrstaml ; for the Supcrintnndcnt of the 
J*ooiia Dll flu r liad ct is tl nelly Infonued liim (paragraphs 4j, and 9 of Ml'. Tur- 
fjiiaiirrs report, r|uuled in tlic Gtli [lamgrapb of this letter) that the Realiwa^s 
rewjitls protmf. the personal Surinjam not to have been thu« licid, and never, 
indeed, im have been field at all, as tlic Pesliwa's order was not carried into 
e fleet. 


17- Mr. Tlrowa, in rejeeting tlie evideuee affonfed by the Pcf^liwa's re¬ 
funds, reinarkc'd (hi column U'j of flje revised listS| Mo- 1(> of Class HT.),^ 
“7’)iis [H^rsoifs .higheer Is detailed m JMr. McDonnell's memot^iudu on 
Jaghcei^, in which it is stati!d that out of a large Siirinjaiii aimmiiling to 
Jis, 2jE}ilp,330'l'i-fb Rs. lH.bKl‘2-H-n belonged to iiiin as jiersonal Jnglictir," huL 
oniiUed to notice Mr. Mt^Donneirs ptatemciit, iiiimediati^ly foUow^ing, ihab 
Jls. Ho,047-4-0 went in llie cession to ub in 1817 in Jbinccbcdnooi', and 
J!s. 3'i,83ft-l I i never assigiicfr’i so Lluit not only tlio ja^rsonal Jfvurinjiuu of 
Its. 13,102-8-0, but also a poi-tioii of the military 8 il rinjuni,^amount]ng to 
Its/17-54-31, were never assigned. 

18. In Mr. Elphiiistoiie’s list the amnunt held at the hi’cakiiig out of the 


war of tho Suiinjnm catered in the name ofAlunoluirgecr’^s Chchd* wus 
shown (ill cohmiii '> of entry INo. 2(> In the (’lass of Sirdars or great Cliiefs”) 
to liiivc bem ftp. l,7fi,743, and in Mr. McDomieirs memorandum the amount 


of assignment in eat h disti let was shown (see jiaragiaph 3 of this letttn-). A 


A1 iivatliee list which was fi*anied in the fJfllce of the Deccan Coimiiissioncr 


add ids still ftiiiljer detail, nud shows eaeft Uem of whicli the Suianjam of' 
Rii. Ij7fi,74i'> was com posed- 

li). In this detailed Miiratliee list there is not to hu fnund one of ilie itetns 
composing the Surinjam of Rs, 13,102-8*4), the grant of which, though ordered, 
was never carried 'nlo efioct, and which Surinjam in tfie pension lists is enlcriid 
as having been resumed by the British Government in A, i>. 1818. (Sec para¬ 
graphs 7 and 8 of'this letter.) 

20. That the Peshwa's records clearly proved Iho grant of a personal 
Surinjam to Muiioliurgeer never to have taken effect was formerly brought to 
notice by the Superiatoiident of the Poona Duflur (see paragraph 5 of Mr. 
Turquand^s report, quoted in the [lth paragraph of this letter) j and to tile in¬ 
formation then affoL'ded must now be added the facts recorded in the last two 
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poragraphs, the whole placing it, apparently, beyond the poaaibility of doubt 
that no peieofnal Surinjam woa enjoyed by Mimohurgeer^ or by any person oa 
his succeaaor, at the breaking out of the ifar ; that no personal Surinjam waa 
entered in Mr. Elphitiatuuo^s list under the auppoeition that it had been so 
enjoyed ; and that, therefore, no pecuniary allowance cculd have been granted 
in commutation for any such pereonsU Surinjam resumed by the British 
Government 

21. In Mr. Elphinstone's recorded reasons (see paragraph 2 of this letter) 
for recommending the pecuniary aLlowaiicc to the disciple of Munohnrgeer, not 
the slightest allusion was made to its being in lien of personal Jagheer; and 
that such a spfoification would have been made, had Mr. Elphinstone viewed 
it in that light, acems clear from the fact that in other coses where personal 
Surinjama granted by the last Peahwa, Bajeo Rno, were recommended for 
resumption, the fact was distinctly recorded, and the proposed pecuniary allow¬ 
ance stated to be in lieu of the resumed Sunnjam. 

22. It is, I think, sufHciently clear that Mr. Elphinstone emtld not have 
supposed the personal Surinjam of Its. 13,102-d'^ to have been held at the 
breaking out of the war (see paragraphf^ 18 and 19 of this letter); but tSero is 
yet stronger proof forthcoming that he did not do so: out of fourteen iilf^tns 
of which the proposed grant of Ha. 13,]02-8>Q was composed, I have traced 
five, and found them to have been at the breaking out of the war held by 
other parties ; to have been entered in their names in Mr. Elphinstonc^s list, 
and tn Mr. McDonnell's memor^dum; and to have been afterwards continued 
to them by order of the Supreme Government. 

23. Under all the circumstances now reported, it appears to me that the 
pensions granted for life to the disciples of Munohurgeer were not granted in 
lieu of any personal Surinjam resumed by the British GoYcmmimt; that they 
should not, therefore, have been entered in the pension lists framed by 
Messrs. Warden and Brown; and that Government are not called upon to 
continue any portion of them for another life. 

24. It does not app^ necessary for me to attempt to discusfi the felative 
pomtLons of the legitimate son of a person not prohibited from marrying, and 
of the disciple (Chela) of a Gosaveo who is so prohibited; I would, however, 
observe that Mr. Brown appears not, as supposed by Mr. LeGeyt (see Agent's 
report of the 19(b August 1S53, quoted in paragraph 13 of this letter) to have 
propounded any doctrine of his own on this subject, but merely to have re¬ 
iterated the recorded opinion of Mr. Elphinstone (paragraph 2 of this letter) 
that a disciple (Chela) is not entitled to the same ooiuideratioa as a aon. 

25. Advertmg to Mr. Brown’s remark (quoted in pai^rapb 10 of tbb 
letter) that Mr. McDonuell's inquirica were made at a time when infbnnatiDa 
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Wfti more acceoBible and the Duftur itself more full and complete, 1 would 
Bolicit ft refejneticfl to paragraphs 94 to 100 of my letter No* 163, of tlie2od 
May last, in which I assigned at lefigth my reaaoiiB for believing the State 
records of the Peshwa*s Government to be “ now more complete, better onder^ 
stood, ftnd more capable of being made generally uaeful, than they have been 
at any previous period of our rule*” 

I have the honour to be, Jcc* 

(Signed) T. A, Cowper, Captain, 

Assistant tnam CommiaBiotiar^ 


No. 4446 OP 1854* 


POLITIOAL DeFABTHEVT* 


To P* W* LeGeyt, Eaq., 

Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan* 


Sin,—I am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Council to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 442, dated the 19th August 1853,' 
upon a letter from the Collector of Poona of the 29tli of the preijeding month, 
reporting the death of Bulwuntgeer, disciple of Munohurgeer, who received an 
annuity of Ankosee Rs* 600 flfOm the BriUeh Government* 

2. In reply 1 am desired to enclose copy of tlie letter from Captain Cowper 
to the address of Mr* Manson, dated 12th September 1853, and to observe 
that there are two questions involved in the discussion on the subject of thiB 
annuity,— 

1 jf*—Was the pension to the Chelaa of M unohurgeer granted in lieu of a 
Surinjam resumed by the British Government ? 

2ii^*—Should a moiety of the pensiofu of Dulwuntgeer, vii. Rs* 6£i0, his 
share of the total pen^ition of Rs. 4,000, be continued to hia Chela 7 

3, The second question, which is the practical one, is disposed of by the 
Honorable Mr* Elpbiuatone s remark that Munohuigeer was a low man, and 
that nis Chela is not entitled to the same conaideration as a eon*” Such 
being the coae, d Jortiori his Chela's Chela is not entitled to the aame consU 
deration as a son,—that is, to be treated as " another generation,” to which a 
moiety of the penaion should be continued, 

4* Under these circumstajices, the Right Honorable the Governor in 
Council has resolved that Bulwuntgecr's whole pension shall be resumed, and 
that a similar coniee shall be followed on the deaUi of the remaining Chelae 
of Munohurgeer* 
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£. In matiDg the above intimBtion, 1 am deaired to commimlcate to you 
the following obaervutioiu on the first qaestion. 

6. The Bight Honorable the Governor in Council considers that no 
evidence hna been afifordcd that the Chelas of Mimohurgeer were in posaession 
of a SuHnjam at the breaking out of the war^ and that the Surinjam was 
reeuTUed by the British Goveramenh It ia true, as Mr* EtphinatoDfi stated, 
that Munohurgeer himedf " was a new Jagheerdar^’' but it is shown by the 
lute Superintendent of the Poona Duftur, Mr. Turquaudj and by Captain 
Cowper, that his Jagheer had been transferred to Hoopram Chowdree, tknd 
that the personal Sunujam, though contemplated, had never been actually 
assigned. ^ 

7* This statement is supported by a fact mentioned by Mr. McDonnell, that 
a part of the Surinjam, amounting to more than Es. 32,000, had never been 
assigned. But the facts Btated by Captain Cowper in the 22ad paragraph of 
his report place the matter under discussion Zwyond all doubt. He there 
states that of the fourteen itema of the proposed grant of Rs. 13,102-8'^, ha 
has traced five to other parties, who held them at the breating out of the war, 
and to whom they imvc been continued by Mr. Elphinstonc and the Supreme 
Goyemment. 

, I have the honour to be, &c. 

, ^ (Signed) H. L. AtiDERSON, 

Secretary to GovemmenU 


Ca$t^f 18tA October 1S54. 
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* 

From CaptE^in T* A, Cowpeti^ 

fiitim CommissioncrT 

To W. Hart, Eart*, 

Inum CoDimi^!»ioncr. 

Daicd Ppotidf l^th I^lsrch 1853. 

SjHj^— f have the luinonr to report the result of my intjuiry, ordcrctl in 
the Chief ScereUTy^s JeUer No. 1249, of the 1st October 1852, re yarding 
^he j^cii^jon entered aa No. 17 of Clasij J, in iho revised lisl3 submitted 
to GoverniDcmt by tJie Agent for Sirdarp^ Mr. Brown, under date the 
4tli June 1851. 

9* In the Jists of Jaglieers iranBiniUcd to tlie Governtnent of India 
with Mr. EIphinsTono'a letter dated the 25th October 1810, a H/e pensiott 
of Rs. 5,0(}U waa assigned to Ranojee Fowar Viswas Rao, wheae name 
was entered as No, 42 m the Glass of Sirdars or groat Chiefs.” 

3- In these lists Mr, Eljihinstono Is clearly shown to have recom¬ 
mended the pension not in lian of any Jaglioer resumed by the Urltisb 
Government, nor because Ranojee Powar bad any ciaim to any Jagliccr, 
but bceause, aUhongh he had nn cfnivt awy J’rtgfteer, it wa."? ncecp.sary 
to provide for him as n person of rank. The following are Mr» EJphlfi* 
Stoners own words j— 

“ To receive a pecuniary pension of Rs. 5,000 a year, because, 
though a person of great rank, lie appears to have no claim to any 
Jagbeer, the greater part liaving been resumed by Bajee Rao, and the 
small remainder (nominally undi^r Rfl, 4,000, and really under Rs. GOOJ 
having been embezzled for the last fourlccti years.—For life/' 

4. In this case cither a great mistake has occurred, or some fraud 
has been eommitled,—at present I am not able to state which ; but asr, 
however this may be, it cannot aiTect the queation upon wlii&h my re¬ 
port is more immediately required, I submit it at once, thus enabling 
Govcinmcai to order further inquiry, should they deem it desirable 
<0 do 

Inu 
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5* Ramj^Cr Powat was the name entered in Mr. ElpUinstone’^ lists* 
This, however, won Id not prove that Ranojoe Powar received the pensioiit 
OT that he was evtn aiw when the lists were framedf as they were In 
this and in other respects open to correction, which was made during 
the succeeding three years by Mr. Chaplin, who on the Octobei 
1S32 iHithmitted to Government— 

Register of Jaghcers, showing the amount actually restored and 
iho names of the present incumbents, compared with the original lisis 
transmitted to the Supreme Govcrntnenl by the Honorable the late 
Commissioner, and exhibiting all alterations which have been made/^ 

G* In this amended rcgiKtcr the pension was shown as then (on the 
2fith October 1822] paid to Ranojet Powar Viswas Rao, so that I 
assume it to be an ascertained fact that Itic first British gmntec was 
RanojcG Powar. 

7* But in the revised Snrinjam lists Boohajec Rao Powar, the son of 
Ranojte Powar, is entered as the first Eritisli grantee* 

8* Ju the statement which has been given (on the 7Lh January 
before me by the present claimant, Madhow Rao Powar (who is the son 
of Boobajee Rao, and the grandson of Ranojec), Ranojee Powar is 
shown not to have been alive at the introduction of the British Govern* 
nicnt. if Mr. Chaplinas amended register {sec paragraph 5) was a 
correct one, this statement cannot be true* 

9. Boobajec Rao Powar died on the 18th May 184^, having been 
up to his death In the receipt of the pension of Ks. 5,000. 

10* In neither tlic Poona pension lists, nor in the lists subsequently 
framed by Mr. Warden, is this pcni^lon entered at all, (See remark in 
column 2 of the revised pension lists.) U'he son, Mad how Rao, how* 
ever, made a representation to Mr* Brown, the Agent for Sirdars, which 
was reported on by the Superintendent of the Poona jDnftur, Mr. 
Tnrquand, in a memoraodum forwarded to the Agent on the 0th May 
1S51, and Mad how Rao PowaPs name was then entered in the revised 
lists as entitled to an hereditary pension in lieu of a Surinjam resumed 
** in A. D. 1917, by the British Government.” 

11, Mr. Brown recommended that one-half of tba sum originally 
granted as a nre*pcnsion should be continued and declared hereditary, 
for the following reasons :— 

**Thc result of inquiry at present instituted in the Duftnr is con¬ 
tained in a memorandum of the Superintendent of the Duftur, which 
forms Appendix J* From this it appears that the Surinjamdar held 
a Surinjam claim in Humeerpoor in Boondclkhnnd, amounting to 
Rs* 22,005, in addition to Ids Surinjam in the Deccan of Ra* 3,984* 
Both these were resumed during the war, and a pension of Rs* 5,090 
was granted to him as a coinpensalion for the loss. 
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The Siirinjam in Ihe Deccan was ancient, and pension in lien of 
it shouEd bo hereditary. The Surinjam in Boondelkhund was grant¬ 
ed in 1767, and pension in lieu ftf it should he enjoyed for two 
generations, and a moiety of it by the third. 

“ The question is how much of Rs. SjOOO should be considered in 
lieu of the one or the other of those Suriujams ? 

“It appears to be a principle adopted in the settlement of the 
Deocan, that all claims beyond the Deccan should not be recognised. 
The Surinjams in Hindocstan generally were Fouj Surinjains^ and 
no mention of this Sirdar's claim in Humeerpoor is made by bTr. 
ElpUinstone j for these reasons, no portion of the pension of Rs. 6,000 
should be considered as granted in lieu of it. 

^'’Wilh regarti to the Dccenn SurinJaiTi, Mr» Eiplilnstonc says that 
its revenue waa under Es. ou9, but it would seem to be much under¬ 
valued : it may be that the Pcsljwa*s ofiicers who embezzled the 
revenue showed it below its real value, or a year of scarcity or dis¬ 
turbance must have been taken as the standard of value. 

The Supcriiilendcnt of the Duflur shows nearly Rs. 2,000 
, having been credited in Zhurtce account: this is only the revenue 
of two items forming the Surinjam,—visf. Purgiinua Kotool and 
,RaJooroe. 

“ The fair decision would, therefore, be to consider a hnEf of the 
pension, of Ra. 2,600, in lieu of the Dcccan Surinjam.” 

12. It is difllcult to attempt to contrast the ease as it seems really 
to stand, ami to have stood, with the case as act forth in the remarks 
quoted in the preceding paragraph, and I must preface my attempt to 
do so by explaining that after n must careful perusal of these remarks 
1 have fjund myself unable to understand the reasoning on which the 
Agent recommended that Rs. 2,500 should be continued as an lieredi- 
lary pension. 

13. It will, T ihink) under these circumstances be the most conve¬ 
nient conrse for me to specify the material points which have been 
brought forward, and to endeavour to cx^plain in how far each has been 
correctly stated in all its bearings, i will, therefore, consider,— 

—Whether any Ilindoostan Surinjam should be taken into 
consideration at all? 

—What Dcccan Surinjam Ranojee Powar held at the break¬ 
ing out of the war in 1817 ? 

3/d!.—What claims to pension can, under the Rules laid down by the 
Honorable Court of Directors, be justly preferred on account of any 
Surinjam held by Ranojee Po\var, whether in Hindoostan or in 
the Dcccan? 

ith .—In how far the grant of any pension on the above account 
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woakl accord with the general arrangements made by Mr. Elphin^luno 
aT}dTvit!i his recorded rccommeudation in this particular ease. 

14, That at the breaking out of the war Ranojee Powar held any 
Siirlnjam at all in Hintlnoslau {Hiimecrpoor) seems to have been as¬ 
sumed for ikcfir&l time in 1851, and then to have been assumed solely 
on the following statement made in the report of the Sopciintendent of 
the Poona Oiiftiirj referred to in my Sltli paragraph ;— 

*<It would seem Powar held up to the war liia claiins in Purguna 
Ilumccrpoor in Pooudelkhuud, and Raojec Pendaay says from 
personal knowledge that it was in consideration of those Hindoo^ian 
claims^ lost tn Powar, that llic pension exceeded the Its, 3,984 at 
w hich Powar^K claims, regarded as held up to the war, were valued.^’ 

15. Raojee Pendsay is an old hereditary Duflnr Karkocn, with a 
great kuciwledgo of all maflcrs connected with the revonno administra¬ 
tion of the lust Pofrhwa, and possessed of a most wonderful memory. 
Under any cjrcumslanccs, however, J i^hould, for obvious reasons, 
rnecuc Ins evidence in rnatlora of lids sort with extreme enulion ; for, 
llioug]) sometimes of niueli value, it is peculiarly leqnisilo that, as a 
geucial rule, it should he tested and supported by other and independ-' 
(.ut teslimony, and especially by the documcuiary proof alTorded by 
tilt Riate records* 

15. But this licrcditary ICarkoon’s assertion that Ranojee Power’s 
pension wiistixed by ]\Ir. ElpliinsUmc in “ con?‘ideration” oflhc Jlumeor- 
p<ior claims, is in my o[ihiion sufiiciendy proved to be an erroneous one 
by the recorded statement of Mr, Rlpliinslonc himself. Were there any 
ambiguity in this statement, or had Mr, J^liphinstonc left big rciasoas to 
be wholly or partially inferred, tliere might be some grounds for accept¬ 
ing tire next best proenruble evidence i but such is not the ease. Mr. 
Klphihstonc has clearly slated the pension to have been granted to 
Powar, “because, lliongb a person of groat rank, he appears to have no 
claim to any Jagliecr, the greater part having hceu resumed by Rujee 
Rao, and the small remainder (nominally under Rs. 4,000, and really 
under Rs. 500) having been crnbcKzlcd for the last fourteen years,” 

17* The ^lominal value of the Surjujain in ITitincerpoiir was 
Rs* 23,500, HO liiat it is not possible that this could have been included 
ill the “f^iuali rcmaiirder,” the value of which Mr, Elphziistouc staled 
to have been “nominally under Rs* 4,000, and really under Rs. 500,” 

3 8* This seems siilficicnt to settle the tjueBtion of the llumecrpoot 
claims ; but further cvideiiee is forthcoming, of which 1 imagine nei¬ 
ther the AgciU nor the Supcrinlendent of the Duftur could have been 
aware. In the 5ili paragraph of his dcppalcb No. 78, dated the 18th 
June 1818, t(> the tiovernoT Clcnoral, Mr. Elplilnslonc thus explains the 
then position of !be Hinduostan Jngheers:-^ 
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IVsUwa^jj whole revenue before iho last Treaty amounted to 
Rg. 2,15jOOiOOO, ofwhich Rs. 95,00,000 wa5 paid into the treaeury, and 
Rs, 1,30,00,000 alloltod to Jagheerd^ra; of tliislaAt sum Rs. 26,50,000 
wae produced by land in HIndoosLan, which had greatly declined in 
valuej and from which the Peshwa derived no benefit whatever. 

“This last Rs. 26,50,000, with Rs. 32,00j000 of the amount payable 
into the treasury, was ceded by the Treaty of Foona concluded in 
June 


19. The lands ill TFindoo^tan (Trumccrpoor) had, therefore, been ceded 
to the Brilii^h (jovernmcnt by ihc Peshwa five months before the break¬ 
ing out of the war; and regarding these cessions the rule laid down by 
l\fr. Elpliiiistonc, and communicated by him to the Supreme Govern* 
ment on the 25th October 1319, w'as,— 


“No ^nrinjatn ended to the Rrilisli Government hy the Treaty of 
3Rt7, and no Jagliccr not actually enjoyed up to the war, to be re¬ 
stored, unless specially directed fo to be.^’ 


20. Under all the cireumslanecs above explained, it seems to me 
clear that no pension is claimable, under the Rnlefi laid down by the 
TTourirablc Court, on account of any Stirinjam which may have been 
formerly held by the Powar family (in iruincerpoor). 

21. 1 now como to the (luestion of what ^^urinjain ivas held in the 
Dbccan by ^anojeo Powar at the breaking out of the war. ^J'he Agent 
supposed it to have consislc^d of'—» 

Tin: MokasHuof Taruf Rajoor] Pnrguna Akolay, valued at Rs. 2,242 
Tlic village of NnnJala, Pufguna Dhoolia, valued at,. ., 1,13 I 

The Mokagsa of sl:ttecn villages in Fnrguna Kotool, 


valued at .. 


■ i h ■ * 


■ -h ■ ■ 


■ 4 I + ■ 


608 


Total,, ..Rs, 3,9S1 

22. The above was “the small remiindcr” referred to in Mr. Rlpbin- 
stone’s remarks, and ila detail is given in Ibc statcmcul prepared by bis 
Secretary Mr, AIcDonnclh I'ho sialcment famishes some additional 
valuable information, for it shows ihat himstiff na^er 

to have Oeeit in po.<i^€S.^ion of anplliin^ at the breaking out of the War, 
The remarks recorded by Mr. McDonnell tire - 

“The Jagheerdar slates that what remained of his Jagheer, viz. 
Rs. 6,200, baa been witblield by tlie Governineut KomavUdars, llis 
Jagheer formerly amounted to Rs. 1,01,451: Rs. 93,250 were resumed 
fourteen years ago, and Rs, 2,000 Tnams within the last ten years, 
leaving Rs, 6,200 as above, but which lie has not rceeived since he 
lost the rest. His account appears correct, and what remained to 
him seems to have been embezzled by the Government officera,” 
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In a nouj Mr, McDontiell adds,— 

« Whpn his Jagheer was Zu^ted, it is probabtc that ibcee were left 
by mistake: they continno by the Duftur accounts ; but it is very 
doubtful whether he enj Lfd them nftei the sequestmiion of the mat, 
which happened eighteen years ago,’' 

23* It seems to be by a nis^ake that Ranojec Powar’a family has 
been shown to have ever held ttie Mokassa of sixteen villages in Pur* 
guna Kotool; for the accounts of the late Government show but eig-ht as 
held, before the Tesumptiony by th's branch of the Powar family, which 
was always known and referred to in the Government records as that 
of Viswfts Rao,”—Viswas Rau'’ being a dtstinctivc title, and one 
peculiar to themselves, 

24, The latcjHi accouniH of the PeshvA’® Government which are 
forthcoming show the Mukai^sa (shown in an account of management 
for A* D. IS 14-15) of the eight, ml sixteen vUtages in Porguna Kotooi, 
and the Mokassa (shown in an estimate for a, u, 1814*16, framed by 
the Government) of Turuf Kajoor, to have been in a- n. 1814-15 brought 
to the account of Government, and the village of Nundola in Khandcish 
to have been in a, d, 1311-12, and for many previous years, a deserted 
one, laying no revenue at all. Added to this is the fact, not before 
noticed that Nundola was granted and held from first to last as a 
m f/i f(Fouj) S o ri n j am. 

35, When Mr. Tiirquancl, the Superintendent of the Poona Duftur, 
addressed the Agent for Sirdars on the subject of this pension, the 
Khandcish accounts were not in his charge, and he was probably, there¬ 
fore, in ignorance of the facts above noticed with regard to the Khan- 
deish village: with regard to the MQka^^saof Tunif Rajoor, Mr- Turquand 
scem^ not then to have been aware of the cjEistencc of tho estimate for 
A- D. 1814*15 which I have quoted in paragraph 24, and which is one 
of a number of most valuable accounts of the Pcsliwa’s Government 
only lately eilractcd from a mass of papers which were found with the 
rest of the Government recorris in a. o. IBP?, but which have only been 
examined during the last few years. This is, however, a document 
unquestionably anlhentlc, and of perfect authoiily, being an estimate 
'framedby the Government, and in the recognised handwriting of a 
Karkoon (Raojee Khandaykur) known to have been then (in a, d, 
1814-16) employed in the Peahwa’s Duftur, 

26, The Mokassa of the villages of Purguna Kotool was shown by 
the Superintendent of the Duftur to have been, according to the latest 
forthcoming account (the account of management for a,d, 1314-16, 
which I have quoted), and according to the accounts of many previous 
yaara, resumed from Powar, and the revenue to have been credited to 
Government, Mr, Turquand, however, recorded an opinion that Powar, 
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aUhoagh shown by the whole of ihc accounts not to haifo been in pos¬ 
session of the Mokassa^ had not ^Mosthis claim to it** I do not under¬ 
stand what was meant by this cxpresiAon] hut 1 do not attempt to nrgne 
or discuss the quostion^ because it is one v which I apprehe*^ j 1 have 
nothing whatever to do, and because it scjuis to be one which cannoti 
under any circumstances, affect the case ni>on which I have to report. 
It is of the greatest importance to bear in mind that the settlomeat by 
Mr. Elphinstone was made on the basis of possession at #/ie breaking 
out of the war^ and not on that of claims to anything lost previously. 

27. A]] the evidence which ia forthcoming seems to me to prove 
conclusively that Ranojee Uowar held no Sorinjatiii in the Deccan at the 
breaking out of the war in 1817 j the latest accounts of the Peaiiwa’s 
Government which are forthcoming prove this (see paragraphs 24, 25, 
and 2G); Mr. Blphin»tone recorded it (see paragraph U); and Powar 
himself admitted it (see paragraph 22). 

28. A reference lo the extract from Mr. McDonaeirs statement made 

in my 22nd paragraph will show tliatPowar’s even were resumed. 

This fact lias not hitherto been adverted to, but it bears very strongly 

^ upon the question. The late Government constantly reamned Surinjams 
from those who were left in possession of their Inams, but I have neither 
3 |ien nor heard of any recorded case In which a Surinjam was allowed 
to remain whh one whose Inam holdings had been resumed. 

Tho^pinlon at which 1 have arrived on the four points specified 
in my 13ih paragraph, as being those apparently material to this case, 
is, therefore, as follows t— 

1^^ (paragraphs 14 to 20).—That as no Burlnjam in Ilindoostan 
was held at the breaking out of the war in a . d. 1817, nopenfiion eun, 
under the Rules laid down by the Honorable Court, be continuablc 
or claimable on that account. 

2iul (paragraphs 21 to 28).—That no Surinjam in the Dcccau was 
held at the breaking out of the war in a. n* 1817. 

2rd .—That no pension can, therefore, be claimable on account 
of any such Dcccan Surinjam. 

4th (paragraphs 2, 3,18, 22,,and 2fi).—That the grant of pension 
in lieu of any Surinjam held by Ranojee Powar at the breaking 
out of the war in a. n, 1817 would not be in accordance with any 
fccommendation of Mr. Eiphinstone'a, but would be opposed to that 
gentleman’s recorded statement and opinion. 

30. The statement which was forwarded to Government with the 
itiemorandum of the Agent for Sirdars dated the I5lh September last, 
No. 305, show's the recommendation contained in tho revised lists to 
involve in this case the payment of Rs. 10,983-1-6 as arrears, and the 
grant from tho 17th June last of an hereditary pension of Rs. 2,500. 



R 


APPENDIX DD. 


31. Mr, Elpkmslonc did not for one moment attempt to aacertaJn, 
much \cs3 to decide upon any upon the Peshwa^s Government; 

he coutined his attention solely'to the state of things which existed 
when that Government gave way to oiir own^ and he recommended 
that ali pcr$onai Surinjams then held should be continned, either an 
money or land^ in whole or in part^ fur life or hcrcditarJty, aecording 
to Rules which he framed and submitted for sanction. 'rJierc was an¬ 
other and a very large class of persons for whorn a presmt prevtsiott 
was doomed necessary, although they were not foiand in the possession 
of anything* Ranejee Powar was one of this latter class, and be re¬ 
ceived a handsome allowance for life, because, said Mr. Klphinstonc, 
though a person of great rank, he appears to have no claim to any 
Jaghcer.^’ The orders of the Ifnuorablc Court of Directors on which 
the revised pension lists were framed were not, as I undcrsfnnd them, 
intended to apply to any of these grants, but only to pensions granted 
in commutation of Surtiijams hold at the breaking out of the war and 
resumed by the British Government. 

I have tlie honour to be, fee. 

(Signed) T. A* Cowi'sn, Captain, 
Astiiatunt Inam Commissioner* 


No. 1G30. 


From W* ITahtj Esq*, 

laam CJonimistiiniier, 

To A. Malct, Esq,, 

Chief Secretary to Government. 

Dated Beig'anmf lith April 1853* 

Sin,—Will] reference !o your letter No. 42^10, dated Isl October 1853, 
I have the honour !o submit a report, No. 137, dated 19tU March 1853, 
from my Assistant, Captain Cowpur, regardin;^ the pension entered asj 
No. 17 of Class I. in the revised liatSr sabmhted to Government by the 
Agent for Sirdai^, Mr. Brown, under date the 4th Juno 1851. 

2. Captain Cow pc r'» report is ho full and clear that T feel I have 
nothing to add to it, and can only solicit the instructions of Govern¬ 
ment on the case* 

3* The amount of arrears supposed to be due, according to the 
statement aubmitted by the Acting Agent, Mr. Kenya, with his memo- 
randum No. 305, dated the 15th September 1853, is Rs- 16,993-1-0 j 
but it is evident that whether or not GovcrnmcDt may be pleased to 
make any provision for the sons of the deceased penmoner, the pension 
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which he held oiight to have lapsed to Government, if not at the death 
of Ranojoe Rao, for whose support alone Mr» Fdpliinstonc appears to 
have intended itj at any rate at the d^ath of hta son in 1315. 

I have the houdux to Scc^ 

(Signed) W. mRT, 

Inam CommiHsionor. 


No. 271 a or 1S53, 


To P. W, IikG^VT, Ksq.j 


Political Department. 


Agont for Sirdars in the Deccan, Poona. 


Sin,—With Tcreretioc to my letter No. 4348, dated Ihc l^t October 
1S53, lam directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Council to 
transmit to yon copy of a eortiniunicutiun from Mr. Hart, late Inani 
Commissioner, No. iH3Q, dated the 14lU April last, submitting a re]>orC 
I'roiri Cnj>laiii Cowper daled the l^Ul^ of tlio previous month, showing 
ite result of his investigation in respect to the pension ontorei! in tho 
name of ffoobajee Rao Powar Vis was Ruo, forming entry No, 17 of 
Claaa I. of the revised pension lists, submitted li> Government by Mr. 
Drown on the 4th June 18 p5L 

2. In forwarding these documents, I am desired add thcicto a 
of the past proceedings of Government on this subject, and 
inform you that under (he circumstunces detailed therein and in Cap- 
lain CowpePs report, it is clear that Madiiow Rao, the grandson of the 
original British grantee, Ranojee Powar VUwas Rao, to whom Mr. 
Brown recommended a continuance on hereditary tenure of a moiety 
of the pension enjoyed by his father Boobajee Rao, can possess no valid 
claim lo the same. 

a. The Right Honorable the Governor in Council, accordingly, coti- 
lirms the resumption of this grant from the date of the death of Booha- 
jee Rao on the ISth May 1845, and directs that entry No. 17 in Class 1. 
of Mr. Brown*fi lists of 1851 be fortliwiih expunged. 


I have the honour to be, 

(Signed) A Malet, 

Chief Secretary to Government. 

Bombay Cattle^ 23jnd June 1853* 

2dd 
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Extract Pfirat^ttph 13 from a Despatch from /Ale Honorahh iht Court of 
DlrtclorSi daUd the 13/A October^ No. 55 oflS5Z. 

Para* 13+ Tlic refcreiico of Mr*Biown*fi list of pensions in commuta¬ 
tion of Surinjams to the Inam Commissioner ha^ 
led to the expunging of No. 17 from the list. 
Captain Cowper’s report conclusively showed 
that the original grantee of this pension held no 
Surinjam at the breaking out of the war^ and 
was not considered hy Mr. Elphinstonc to have 
a claim to any Jaghcer* The pension was grant¬ 
ed to him on other grounds, and only for life* It 
waa, however, continued undiminished to his son Boobajee, who died 
i n 1845* Mad how Rao, the son of Boobajee, has clearly no valid claim 
to the continuance of any part of it. Fortunately the recommendation 
of Mr* Drown in his favour had not been carried into effect. 


f!).) ProcMfUngji rckt- 
\u^ to No, 17 of UiiuM L of 
tjie rcvjsnil lijta of pco- 
iciotis id eommiilR- 

of Iwin)? r 

^unninn of Ibt. irnint- 
etl on hcrpilitiuy tenure to 
Mfuthow Rao^ Krandaun of 
the late Uoounjeo Kho 
P ovair Viflwaa 



APPENDIX EE. 


HEPOIIT BYTHEINAM COMMISSIONER NORTHERN DIVISION. 

No. 924 OF 1855. 

PoLETicAL Departments 
I}ated t^oana, 25^^ Avgvat L865s. 

L The vniflge pf Barwdiee, Talookti NeeruJ, now ft perliou of the Taniia. 
CoilectoratCj was, with certain deductions, granted by the Peshwa, at a 
valuation of Kfl, l,02t?-8-0j to Rug]n> Mulhar, as an allowance for a Paluncjuiii, 
by a Siinud the registry of whicTi is fortlicnming in tire State diary of tlic 
"iUlh Oc:tol>er A- D* 1808 (2ytli Suba, Teesa Myatam wu Ulluf). 

2. This village formeil u portion of the tenitory ceded by the Peshwa to 
the British Govemment by the Tr^ty of Poona, on the liJth June 1817. 

3. Mr. Elphinatone's in^tmetions {the 7th of the Rules accompanying Mr. 
f^jiljinstone'^s letter of the 25tli October 1810, to the Supreme Government), 
eoAfjrmed bj^the Snj^rente Government, regarding the allenatLons in the ter¬ 
ritory ceded by this Treaty, were:—- 

No Surinjam ceded to the British Government by the Treaty of 1817, 
and no Jaghecr not uctually enjoyed up to the war, to be restared, unless 
s[]«cia1Jy directed at> to be/* 

In the statement prepared by Mi\ Elpliiiistonc's Secretary, Mr* 
McDonnell, upon which the iisU ti'unBjnitted to Calcutta were framed, tht» 
holding was entered as ssliown below :— 

"No. 29,‘—liagho Mulhar.—T5xd* 

**Konltnn, 

Moujti Barwaiea, Turuf Wajeh, Talooka Neerul.* Rb. 1,026 8 0 

** Note .—Sudashew Mankeshwur has Rs, 152*4-0 on Mouje Burwaiee, 

Turuf Wajeb. 

** 20p The MooUudee's statement agrees exactly with the Duftur aceouut. 

This village went in the cession of 1817." 

5. In tliA Surinjam lists timnsmitted to Calcutta, neither Oiis Surinjam 
nor any allowance in lieu of it was entered. It ia of importance to hear in 
mind this lact, as it proves conclusively that the holding was not included by 
Mr. Etphinstone among the Surinjams held at the breaking out of the war 
with the Peshwa, and resumed, for the most part, by the British Govemmept 
as grants made by Bujee Eao< 
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G* A iwtision vraft^ however, grunted, the entry of which in the -'nuscel- 
laneoiia'" lists of j>enBions granted by Mr. Elphinatone, wlitcliliiB sueceesor^ Mr^ 
Cliaphn, subsequently fumiejJied, h lielow extracted :— 



X*itie In XH Original 
UAt. 

xlnana! | 

persons tu whom Die 
P^fflUDUu bav4 

Iwn (^Dtol. 

Animal 

Amount. 

K«ID4r]i4» 

M 

List Noi 6, Afiff-' 
eeUaiteous* 

lUgbo MuUiht. . .. i 

1 

i 

1 

1,026 

Elagho Mullinr,... h. -' 

1 , 
1 

Rq. 

r jJ2fi 

Qraated iu lieu of * vil- 
tnge in the Konkiui, 
wliicK he held m per- 
Boiinl JAffheer till it 
wfis cci^ by the 
Treaty of Poona. 


7- Kn^lio Midhar died on tJie 21st Octolier 1843 (tlje date stated by Che 
pirsent dainmnt befme the Iiiani Commissioner), and hiu son, the pi-eseiit 
{dainiant, having nj>piied for the eontinuance of the pension, was informed in 
Iha Political Seoretaiy^s letter No. 2104 of the IsC July 1844,— 

“ The pens inn of Company's Rs. 82-2-0 jier mensem enjoyed by your 
late father having been a Jile-granC, your appi[cation for its eoniinuance 
emmot be eomplie<l with.” 

R. In jtamgmph 82 of their political des|>atch No. ft dated the 12th 
April 1842, the lloiionihle Court of Direetois drew the attentinn of the Bom¬ 
bay tjoverument to the propriety of extending to pensions granted in comihn^ 
tafion for Jagliccc lands, the rulea which miglit eventually be preacribed tn 
velnticm to such lands ] and pursuant to iheir Instnictions, the Agent for Birdars, 


Mr. Wjirden, submitted to Cioveriiment with Ida letters Noa. 7 and 60, dated 
the 12th January and the 16th April 1844, lists of the persons to whom the 
orders of the Honorable Court applied. These lists wei*© described by the 
Agent ai? contuinitig only the namoj* of those who actually hold, on the break¬ 
ing out c)f the war with the Pe::shwa, Burinjains which Mr^ Klpliiiistune resumeil, 
and in cominutatinn for whieh Eiegi'Uiited pensions. The Agent on this occusioti 
explained in the 5th Tjaragiupli (below quoted) of hifi letter No. 7 of the 12th 
January 1844, the error whii-h had up to that time been committed, in drawing 
no distinction between pensions grunted in commut^aion for Surinjams netually 
held at the breaking out of the war with the Peabwa, and those granted to 
persons who had not at that period held any Surinjum, but for whom it was 
considered proper to make some provision:— 

5. The ofHeer who prepared the Poona pension list would ap[>ear to 
Tlie Sole Commii- applied the remark * in lieu of personal Jagheer" 

to every person who ever bad a Surinjam, whctlier 
resumed long or shortly before the change of Oovem- 
ment, or by the Government whioli granted the 
pension ; but seeing that it was a fundamental principle 
in the aetUement of the country conquer^ from the Pealiwa^that Surlnjams 
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fthoutd be granted to t]i4»e only wJio held thci#bn the accei^ton of the 
Britiali Government, end that even of these, such lands as were granted ns 
late as Bajee Itao’s time were to he resumed and pensions substituted for 
them, which pensions, it was said, * would contiuudly •dlRiinish as the 
holdera died off/ it is clear that the Court of Directors, in speaking of 
|ienaions in commutation for Surinjams, do not allude to those pensions 
which Mr. Elphinstone granted to those who, on the principles of the settle¬ 
ment of tlic cottntryj had no claim to landj however long and extensively 


they may at one time have been liolders of it, and who, under the denomi- 
nation of ^ Ministers of former times/ ruined Sirdars, “ * late military Chiefs/ 
and tlie late Peshwa's MJnitjtci^ and eonriexions, ^ received pensions as a sort 
of bounty/ which was to diiiiiulsli ;ia the iioUlcio: died olf; but to those 
who, Oil the principles announced and acted on by the British Government, 
bad juat claims to Siiriujauia, which they hi^t in the adj ustment of the terri- 
tonal claims of British allies, or of which they were otherwise deprived by 
the Biitish GovernmeiiL'^ 


9, In the lists prepared by the Agent, Mr^ Warden, the pension of Haglio 
Muihar was not included* 

10. Mr. Wai'dcn’fl lists were sent for revision to liis siiecessov, Mr. Brown^ 
* who submitted revised lists with his letter Pfo. 20G of the 4th June 1851, in the 

7th paragraph of which he meiitioneil having added to the names entered in 
iBr. Wardetfs lists of pensioiis of the Thii*d Class, “ the name of Ragho 
Mhlhar, wh^waa not before entered in Mr. Warden's statement.” 

11* Mr* Btowq, in adding the name of itagho Mulhar, appended the fol¬ 
lowing letter, Xo. 1 of the 8th January 1851, from tlie Superintendent of the 
Poona Duftur, Mr* Turquand;— 

" 1 have the honour to ncknowledge the I'cceijit of your memorandmu 
dated the 20th ultimo, No* 1044, tranemittiug a petition dated the lltlk 
ultimo, from Bappoojec Raghoonntli Koolkumee oJ' village Kuiiadeh, for 
the continuance to him of the pension which at the acceasion of British rule 
was granted his father Rogho Mulhar, in lieu of village Dai-waiec, Turuf 
Wanjeb, and calling for an explanation as to liow the village Oarwaiee 
could have been lield at the breaking out of the war, Turuf Wanjeh, in 
which it is situated, having htien included iti the ce^ious mode by tlie 

Pesliwa by the Treaty of a* d. 1817* 

^^2- It would aecm that the cession b inA*o. 1B17 transferred to the 
British Government the obligation of respecting, as Ikr os was equitable, 
all the then existing claims to alienated revenues, and that lisU of these 
alienations of all sort* were furnished hy the Peehwu*3 Govervment. Docu¬ 
ments purporting to be copies of the lists thus furnished are forthcoming iti 
the Duflur, and amongst them is a list of the alienations of all sorts from 


* Tlicr« UK but tiTD cxccptioni, xa far & I cm discover—viz. tlie Bnnpjfliui of Luxmooa 
Kjui Siidaihcw and Niubajee Bbaakur. 
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PurgmiCL Nccrul, In wt^h Ha, 1,026-B-^ are entered ae the revenaea of village 
Barwftiee, Turuf Wanjeb^ held Kagho Mulhar as tha Sniiojam for a 
Palanquin, 

^^3. Exclusive of Rh. 15^4-0 assigned to Sudaahew Maukesburur, vil¬ 
lage Harwaiee^ Turuf WanJehj was granted to Hagho Molbar Karkoon 
SiUeclar^ by a Sunud registered in the diary for the 29th Shaban, a, n, 
!S08-09, which shows the grant amounted to Ra, 1,026-8-0, and states as 
follows the piurposes for which it was made. 
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Ra* 8(W, th'ft annUft] pay of Pa1an<|uin>beaK^. 

It 121 , dlUt) ditto of a torch-bearer and Atato umbrelia^bearer. 

„ 87 J, materiala for the Patancjuin and umbreUa* 

j, 18, for oil for the torch* 

Rfl. !, 026 i/^ 

12. The foltowmg is the entry regarding this pension in Mr» BrQV¥[fA 
revised fiats 



Rifllio Mulhu dicit cm iTth ia-{3, a wUbir 

uid A &<ia uamnd Uaikh^ Tlii^ lAttfr jikitiouad 
iDL'Titp and in dPiiMHincnoH m rojmM|H;iijdjetuic hhik plAc^ be¬ 
tween the Cnlleetm- of Tvintt and dovenmcet^ which n- 
tulted in petitioner hem^ teld lix duverument letter 
date<( ]«t July lAt4^ Llutt Uie penwcni wm a life- 

f^ruit, and H^uld furt be oeDdnuMlh 

Bapoo uince ihtide a T^tJeh to the Agent at VoeiiA^ for An 
inquiry into tila cdne. 

Id a peiiBinn list framed by JJt*. Chnpliu, the Ci^miniMiaiqAf^ 
tile iblhjwingri^firk Id fndud on thoDaniKt of nights Afiil^ur i 
** In lien of the Tillage of DarwaiMij T^intf TtUhika 

beld by libn in pannaal Jagheer^ but by the 

IV^ty of Poena/' On lai>king ■£ the Traity of 1417} it 
Dppeirfl that certAlii territory iu the Kuokun wu owtol by 
tliu PeshwA} and Uuj Puhwn wee laqulrtid vo give ecwun^ta 
of the rerenue for ttreuty yMn In ftre dayi. 

Thci SuperJatendfint of tba JBuftur etatfl that at that dmo llata 


of alienatlnnA In the territory reded by the T»aty wen 
almi funiUhed, and amongat these the village of Hagho 
Hulbar li found worded. (Vide Appeskdix U.) 

It id impeseible to ascertain whether Ragho Mulliar held tbe 
village after the Tieaty wka ooncluded,^ bKAuae soon viUr 
thi* Treaty the war ensued, bnt tbe Jket of b pemtlon equal 
to the revenue of tlie vlllii^ having been granted would of 
itself show that the claim to ibo vUlage tn quBstlcQ wAt 
con^dered equitable. 

The pension wu gianUd by Mr, Elphlbstone, aod, thcnibn'i 
a nkolcty ef It should be coatinttad to tii enn dnrl^ bia llfK 

I a suitable proviiloq being at the tame time for bla 
widow out of this moie^. 
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13, It seeTQB cZc^ar ihat tbe Supermtendent of the Poo»a Duitttr muat have 
been nnawnrc of Mr, Elphinatone's distinct declaration (quoted in paragraph 3 
of this letter) regarding the whole of these ceded Surinjams, Mr* Turquand 
was, moreover, apparently in error in supposing accounts of the ceded tci-ritory 
to have been rendered ; foi that, in spite of all the professions made by the 
Peshwa^ these accounts were not rendered was^ it is believed, one of the 
causes of complaint on the part of the British Governmcnt 4 

14, Mr, Blphinstone^s declaration ts^ however, conclusive, as it is p<^rfectly 
certain that at the time of the cession no reservation whatever was made re¬ 
garding the Surlnjams previously held in the ceded territory, or, indeed, 
regarding any other description of alienations therein, Inama and charitable 
allowances were continued at the close of the war; but of the whole of the 
Suriujama which had been ceded none were, Mr, Elphiustone ordered, “ to be 
restored, unless fipecially directed so Co be," which this Surinjam was not. 

15, It seems, then, clear that the pension granted to Ragho Mulhar, uot 
in lieu of a Surinjam resumed by the British Government, but as a matter of 
graco^ in consideration of his having been a loser by the act of his own 
sovereign, was prof^erly excluded by Mr. Warden from his lists, and ought 
not to liave been, on their subeequent revision, added by Mr, Brown, as it was 
merely one of a very large class of pensions granted expressly for life; and 
there wore, moreover, other pensions precitsl^ similar in their nature which 
have not been continued beyond the original grantees. Such were two jwiif- 
sions, of ltd, 4,(X)0 eaclv, granted to Toolaec Shet and Baj^jo Sliet of 
Jumbooaur in Guzerat, and regarding which the Collector of Bioach has 
stated (letter No* 103 dated 20th February 1855) that out of six shai'cs into 
which they were divided, five have lapsed by the death of the origliml 
grejntees, nothing having lu any ca^te been continued to aaecond gcnicmtioii. 

Iti, In tlie statement forwarded to Government by the Agent fur Sirtlars 
Oh the 15th September 1852, the arrears pro])oscd bJ be paid to the eon of 
Ragho Mulbar amount to Ks. 4,2111*6*8, calculated, however, only up to tlic 
17th June 1852, 

17, There is another of these pensions which wan included in Mr* Brown a 
revised lists of Surir^ams (No. 4 of List 4); tlie Inam ComuiiBsIoner proposes 
to report on this case at an early date. 

Before concluding this report it ts necessary to explain how this pen- 
won was, on the llth June 1844, described by the Agent for Siidars, Mr, 
Warden, as one entered in Mr, Elphinetoue's Surinjain lists, and a document 
purporting to be an extract from those lists at the same time forwarded to Go¬ 
vernment; whereas, in paragraph 5 of this letter it has been stated, and atresia 
has been laid on the fact, that it was not so entered, 

19. On the 10th January 1853, the Inajn CummisaioDei', Mi* Hart, 
addressed the following letter, No, 1557, to Government — 

** 1 have the honour to request that this department may be supplied 
with authentic copies from the Secretariat of lndi4ji;, of the lists of Siirinjams 
which accompatned Mr. Elphinstone^e letter, of the 25tlt October 1810, and 
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the of penalons i^hich accompatiied hiB letter of the 26 th idem, both 
addressed to the Secretary to the Government of India^ 

** 2. The only office copies of the Surinjam lists wliich are on record in 
tlie office of the Agent for Sirdars in Poona are not authenticated, and are 
full of erasures and alterations, when made it is impOBSibie to deternune, 
while the only copies on record in the Bombay Secretariat have, 1 believe, 
been drawn up from them^ which have, in Ihcti the appearance of mere rough 
drafts. This is my reason for begging that I may be furnished with copies 
of the lists actually signed by Mr. Elphinatone, and which, having always 
been lodged in Calcutta, cannot have been altered since their preparation/^ 

20» Authenticated copies of Mr^ Elphi ns toners lists were, in consequence 
of the foregoing rcqinsjttim, obtained from Calcutta and forwarded to the 
Inam ('ommissioner with the Chief Secretary's latter No, 877 of tho 26th 
February IHSil, and in these lists there is no entr^ whatever regarding either 
this pension or the Surinjam which was ceded by the Treaty of Poiiiia. 

2L The extract with which GovernnieiU were lUrnisbed by Mr. Warden was 
made from the office copy described in paragrapli 2 at Mr. Ilart^s letto j hut 
even In tliia office co[jy 1 find a j)ea to haos been drawn throng A each portion, 
of the etU np 

22. Under all tlie ciroumfibiiices of tlio case, ibis pension does not seem to 
1>e one continuablc hi [lart, under the ordei-s of the Honorable Court, to a second 
^eneiation. 

^ • (Signed) T. A. Cowpub, Captain, 

^ Tnam Commissioner Northern Division. 


No 2604 o? 1856. 


Political Depahtment. 

To Cuptam T. A, Cowpan, 

Special Commisifionei', in charge of Alienation Deportment. 

Sin,—Referring ta your report No. 934 dated the 25th August last, on the 
pension entei^ed in Mr, Brownes revised Ll&ts as No. 17 of (jlass HI,, i am 
directed by the ilight Honorable the Governor in Council to transmit to yon 
copy of a rcs^olution paeaed thereon by Government under date the 9th instant, 
and to inform you that this case wilt be submitted for the decision of the 
Honorable the Court of Directors, 

1 have the honour to be, 


(Signed) H. L. Anderson, 

liomhatf Castlef 20fA Ma^ 185G. Secretary to Government. 


lUtoiuiion passed Qonfernaient under date 9^A Ma^ 1S56. 

RB&oLVSD,-^The village of Barwaiee, in the Tonna Collccterate, was 
granted to'Bagbo Mulhar, with certain deductions, in A. n. IISOB, by a Sunud, 
as a Falkee allowaucb. 
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aauyngnt the oeamaja h> the BriCiili 

the Trtflty of 1817* 

d» ^ The Honorfthle Mr, Elphinstolie Itid down-^* That no Snrhyom ooied 
to the Bt Itish QoTenmifiiiit by the TVea^ of 1817, and no Jagheer not actually 
enjoyed up to the war, ta be restored, imleaa speedy direoted «o to be/’ 

4- tn Mr, McQonneU’tt statement it is expressly mentioned^" This vjUflge 
went in the eessioh of 1817/’ 

d, la the lists transmitted to Calcutta by Mr, Elpbinatone, neither the 
Surinjain nor any ailowiuice in lieu of it is entered. 

6, Kagho Mu]lka|, however, obtained a pension^ which he enjoyed until his 
death in 1S43, when It vria resumed as a lire-gront^ 

7, In 1843 the HonoL'nble Court had directed that peDsioits granted In 
commutation for Jogbeer lauds should be subject to the rules which might 
eventually be prescribed in relahon to such Zands, The question, thereforCj is, 
whether the peneioti to IlaghoMuIhnr shall be coniiitued for one life more, as 
his village woiUd ha^^e be^.n, bad he retained it up to the conquest of the 
DecefOL. 

8, Mr. Warden pointed oat in 1844 (bee paragra^ 3 of Captain Cowper'e 
report) that a diatinction was to be drawn between those who, not holding lands 
at the breaking out of the war, received penaiona aa a ''sort of bounty,’’ and 
tho^ who hod just dnims to Surinjatns which they lost m the adjustment ofthe 
territorial dalms of British allies, or of which they were otherwise deprived by 
the British Government, In his lists the pensioa of Kagho Mulhar was net 
included, 

d, Mr. Brown included the pension in his lists, i, e, as to be conrinued to 
one generation, apparently on the opinion of Mr. Turquand—" that the ces¬ 
sions of 1817 transferr^ to Ihe British Goverament the obligation of 
req>ecting, as iar as was quite equitable, aU the then exiseing claiius to 
aheiiEtioiu/’ Mr, Brown stated that the war followed so close o^ th^ Treaty 
of 1817 that it was impoHtble to ascertaEn whether Rogho held the 

village after the Treaty considered that the fact that % jiliJijiMi equal 

tg the g^vemie of thi granted showed that the wtt coa- 

sidated eqtiitablei. ^7 

10, Mr. ts mconsistent with MpDoiuieU’s stole- 

prepaied "that the village went ib the cesaigna 

1817,’’ and with mnet that it was not inclu4«^^n.tlie Hit fbrwarded by 
Mft Elphinatone to Calcutta. ^ 

11, Tbe Right Honmoble the Goveraor in ConnSR hy^4refbre, conittwned 

to adopt the oooclusion that the pension was <>f 

aecdrtting to Mr* Worden’s phrase. This' is the c^sw&on to whi A a strict 
examination of the i&icte in connection with tht* principles which have 
goFvenied the aettlement of the coontry would auggest; but under aU 
the dreumBtattoea tbe case may be reterred for the final mstmetUms of the 
HEmomble CooH^ as to whether the p^iion shall be entkely renmie^ 
or a ndiety oontihuod for tbe life of Ra^ha Mttihar's son. 







